6-14-79 

VoL  44  Na  116 
Pages  34069-34460 


Thursday 
June  14,  1979 


Highlights 


Briefings  on  How  to  Use  the  Federal  Register^For  details 

on  briefings  in  Washington,  D.C:  Los  Angdes,  and  San 

Frandsoo,  Calif.,  see  announcement  in  the  Reader  Aids 

Section  at  the  end  of  this  issue.  ~ 

34093  Energy  Emergency—Floricla  Presidential 
memorandiun 

34069  Steel  Imports  Presidential  proclamation  extending 
import  relief 

34095  Trade  With  Romania  and  Hungary  Presidential 
determination 

34167  Local  Educational  Agencies  HEW/OE  proposes 
rules  to  govern  the  awarding  of  special  grants  to 
LEA  wiA  especially  high  concentrations  of  children 
from  low-income  families,  comments  by  8-13-79 

34418,  Aircraft  Acddent/lnddent  Investigation 

34422  Procedures  NTSB  issues  rules  effective  6-14-79 
and  extends  comment  period  (2  documents)  (Part  IV 
of  this  issue) 

34097  Interset  on  Deposits  FRS  issues  rule  ccmcaming 
temporary  siupension  of  eariy  withdrawal  penalty; 
effective  4-11-79 

34346  National  Polutant  Lischarge  EOmination  System 

EPA  proposes  revisions  of  niles,  comments  by 
9-12-79  (Part  III  of  this  issue) 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  Publidied  daily,  Monday  through  Friday, 
(not  published  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  holidays), 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington. 
D.C  20406,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (40  Stat  500,  as 
amended:  44  U,S.C  C3l  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I). 
Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making 
available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued  by 
Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and 
Executive  Orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect  documents  required  to  be 
published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest  Documents  are  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  ^e  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  eariier  filing  is  requested  by  the 
issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Re^star  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers, 
free  of  postage,  for  $5i)0  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable  in 
advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  of  75  cents  for  each 
issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Aiee  Code  202-529-5240 


Highlights 


34213  Arson  Control  Assistance  Program  Justice/ 
L£AA  publishes  draft  proposed  guidelines 

34424  Energy-Procurement  DOE  issues  rule;  effective 
6-14-79  (Part  V  of  this  issue) 

34193  Pesticides  EPA  establishes  temporary  tolerance 
for  2-Chloro-A^(2,3-dimethylphenyl)*Ar- 
(1-methylethyl)  acetamide 

34194  Toxic  Substances  EPA  issues  summary  of 
premanufactiue  notices 

34167  Toxic  Substances  EPA  proposes  rules  concerning 
fully  halogenated  chlorofluorocarbons,  comments 
by  9-12-79 

34192  University  Coai  Research  Laboratories  Program 
DOE  issues  notice  of  availability  of  program 
announcement;  effective  6-13-79 

34129  LK^ttlng  of  Barges  DOT/CX^  amends  rules 

requiring  use  of  flashing  yellow  light  at  the  head  of 
tows  being  pushed  ahead 

I 

34132  Fire  Extinguishing  Equipment  DOT/CG  amends 
rules  concerning  wheeled  semiportable  fire 
extinguishers;  effective  7-11-79 

34440,  Tank  Barges  DOT/CG  proposes  rules  to  prevent 

34443  oil  pollution,  comments  by  9-3Q-79  (2  doounents) 
(Part  VI  of  this  issue) 

34346  Consolidated  Permits  Program  EPA  solicits 
comments  by  9-12-79  on  draft  application  forms 
and  accompanying  instructions  (Part  m  of  this 
issue) 

34244  Hazardous  Waste  Management  Program  EPA 

proposes  rule  to  establish  consolidated  permit 
program  requirements,  comments  by  9-12-79 
(Part  n  of  this  issue) 

M240  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


34244  Part  II,  EPA 
34346  Part  III,  EPA 
34416  Part  iV,  NTSB 
34424  Part  V,  DOE 
34440  Part  VI,  DOT/CQ 
34446  Part  VIL  0MB 
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Tlw  Praskltnt 

PROCLAMAHONS 

34089  Steel,  stainless  or  alloy:  import  relief  (Proc.  4665) 
AOMMSTfUTIVE  OftOEM 

34093  Florida,  energy  emergency  (Memorandum  of  June 
12. 1979) 

34095  Romania  and  Hungary,  trade  with  U^. 

(Presidential  Determination  No.  79-10  of  June  1. 
1979) 

Executlw  AgendM 

Administration  Office,  Executive  Office  of  the 

President 

Nonccs 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

34195  Information  Network  Structure  and  Functions 
Advisory  Committee 

Agricuitural  Marketing  Service 
nuuES 

34007  Oranges  (Valencia)  pown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

pnoposeo  nuns 

36135  Grapes  (ruby  seedless)  grown  is  CaM. 

Nonoes 

34173  Peanuts;  1979  crop;  incoming  and  outgoing  quality 
regulations 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Forest 
Service. 

Antitrust  Division 

NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 
consent  judgments: 

34208  Leviton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  aL 

Army  Department  ~ 

See  also  Engineers  Corps. 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

34184  Pohakuloa  Training  Area,  Hawaii 

CivH  Aeronautics  Board 

RULES 

Military  transportation:  exemption  of  air  carriers: 

34117  Foreign  and  overseas  minimum  military  charter 
rates:  fuel  surcharge 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 

34118  Pricing  and  Domestic  Aviation  Bureau,  Director, 
et  al.;  applications  for  substitute  services  during 
strikes;  finalization  of  interim  rule 

Procedural  regulations: 

34118  Air  carriers:  terminations,  suspensions,  and 
reductions  of  service;  GAO  approval 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

34182  Tiger  International-Seaboard  World  Airiines,  Inc. 
acquisition  case 


Coast  Guard 

RULES 

<  Drawbridge  operations: 

34130  Washington 

34132  Fire  extinguishing  equipment;  wheeled 

semiportable;  approval  for  merchant  vessels,  etc. 
Navigation  requirements: 

34129  Inland  waters  and  western  rivers:  yellow  lights 
on  tows 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Tank  vessels: 

34443  Barges,  existing:  oil  pollution  prevention: 

advance  notice 

34440  Barges,  new;  oil  pollution  prevention;  design 

-  standards 

Vessel  traffic  management 

34187  Tank  vessel  operation  in  Puget  Sound;  correction; 
republication 

NOTICES 

Vessel  traffic  management 
34231  New  York  harbor  traffic;  temporary  Hxmtrol 

Commoros  Dopsrtmsnt 
See  Foraign-Trada  Zonas  Board;  Maritima 
Aifasinistration:  National  Bureau  of  Stasidards; 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  AdmtaustratioB. 

CommodHy  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

34240  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Dsfsnss  Department 

See  Army  Department  Engineers  Corps. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

34189  Century  Oil  Management  Inc. 

34189  Martinez  ft  Mena  Exxon  et  aL 

34188  Wholesale  LP  Gas,  Inc. 

Decisions  and  orders: 

34191  SheU  Oil  Co. 

Remedial  orders: 

34191  Cone.  J.  R. 

34191  Estes,  Russell  G. 

34191  Henry  Petroleum  Corp. 

34191  RPL  OU  Co. 

Education  Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

34187  Elementary  and  secondary  education;  grants  to 

local  educational  agencies  with  high  concentrations 
of  children  from  low-income  families 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Energy  Research  Office;  Western  Area  Power 
AdministraticHL 

RULES  ~ 

34424  Procurement 
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NOTICES 

Crude  oil,  domestic;  allocation  program: 

34186  Refmers  buy/sell  list;  April  through  September 
Meetings: 

34186  National  Petroleum  Council 

Energy  Research  Office 

NOTICES 

Coal  research  laboratories  program,  university: 

34192  Program  announcement  availability 

Engineers  Corps 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.; 

34186  Haikey  Creek,  Tulsa  County,  Okla. 

34184  Ogdensburg  Harbor  channel  maintenance 
project,  N.Y. 

34185  Sims  Bayou,  Texas  Civil  Worics  Flood  Protection 
Project,  Tex. 

34185  Snyder  and  Winnebago  Oxbow  Lakes,  Iowa; 

recreation  complex 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

PROPOSED  RULES 

34244  Permit  programs,  consolidated 
Toxic  substances: 

34167  Chlorofluorocarbons;  essential  use  exemption  for 
mold  release  agents 

Water  pollution  control;  National  discharge 
elimination  system  and  State  program  elements: 
34393  Toxic  pollutant  discharge  control  improvement 
NOTICES 

Air  pollution;  standards  of  performance  for  new 
stationary  sources: 

•  34193  Glass  manufacturing  plants 

34346  Permit  programs,  consolidated;  draft  application 
forms 

Pesticides;  temporary  tolerances: 

34193  2-Chloro-N-(2,3-dimethylphenyl)-N-(l- 
methylethylj  acetamide 

Pesticides;  tolerances  in  animal  feeds  and  human 
food: 

34194  ICI  Americas  Inc. 

Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 

34194  Premanufacture  notices  receipts 

Water  pollution  control: 

34193  Manganese;  alternate  testing  procedure 

Executive  Office  of  the  President 

See  Administration  Office,  Executive  Office  of  the 
President. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

34100  Bendix 

34098,  Piper  (3  documents) 

34101, 

34102 

34099  Sikorsky 

34105  Control  zones 

34106  Reporting  points 

34113,  Restricted  areas  (3  documents) 

34114 

34112  Restricted  areas  and  control  areas 

34115  Standard  instrument  approach  procedures 
34104-  Transition  areas  (6  documents) 

34110 


34102,  VOR  Federal  airways  (5  documents) 

34103, 

34105, 

34108, 

34109 

34103  VOR  Federal  airways  and  reporting  points 
34112  VOR  Federal  airways  and  restricted  areas 
PROPOSED  RULES 

34153  Jet  routes;  correction 

34150  Rule  making  petitions;  summary  and  disposition 
34150  Terminal  control  areas;  airspace,  informal; 
meetings 

34150-  Transition  areas  (4  documents) 

34152 

NOTICES 

34231  Petitions  for  exemption;  correction 

34232  Petitions  for  exemption;  summary  and  disposition 

Federal  Communications  CommIsskMV 

RULES 

Radio  services,  special: 

34133  Private  land  mobile;  applications;  simplification 

of  filing  requirements;  correction 
Television  broadcasting: 

34133  Cable  television  relay  service  (CARS);  frequency 

expansion;  correction 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Television  stations,  table  of  assignments: 

34170  Oklahoma 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

34240,  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents) 

34241 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

-  Flood  elevation  determination: 

34121  Minnesota 

34122  Pennsylvania 

34122  Rhode  Island 

34123  ■  Vermont 

34123  Washington 

Flood  insurance;  communities  eligible  for  sale: 

34119  Pennsylvania  et  al. 

Flood  insurance;  special  hazard  areas: 

34120  •  Tennessee 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

34154  Colorado 

34155  Connecticut  (2  documents) 

34156,  Florida  (2  documents) 

34157 

34157,  Illinois  (2  documents) 

34158 

34158  Indiana 

34159  Kansas 

34160  Kentucky 

34161,  Maine  (3  documents) 

34162 

34162,  Massachusetts  (3  documents) 

34163 

34164  Michigan 

34165  Nebraska 

34165  New  Hampshire 

34166  North  Carolina 
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Federal  Maritime  CommlaMon 

NOTICES 

34195  Agreements  filed,  etc. 

34196  Organization  and  functions 

Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office 

NOTICES 

34227  Contract  Appeals  Board;  uniform  rules  of 
procedure 

34228  Contract  disputes  clause;  uniform  rules  of 
procedure;  inquiry 

Federal  Reserve  System 

RULES 

Interest  on  deposits  (Regulation  Q): 

34097  Early  withchawal  penalty;  temporary  suspension; 
Arkansas 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

35196  American  Fletcher  Corp.  et  al. 

34196  Central  Wisconsin  Bankshares,  Inc. 

34197  First  Secmrity  Corp. 

34197  Grand  Ridge  Bancorporation 

34197  Goodenow  Bancorporation 

34198  Jefferson  Co. 

34197  Koss-Winn  Bancshares,  Inc. 

34197  Talen,  Inc. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

PROPC^EO  RULES 

34153  Consumer’s  claims  and  defenses,  preservation;  oral 
presentation 

Fiscal  Service 

RULES 

-  Seevuities,  U.S.;  decimal  factors  for  daily  interest 
computation 

Foreign'Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  eta:  „ 

34182  Portland,  Oreg. 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

34181  Mt  Baker-Snoqualmie  National  Forest,  Wash. 

General  Accounting  Office 

NOTICES 

34198  Regulatory  reports  review;  proposals,  approvals, 
etc.  (OSMJ 

Government  National  Mortgage  Association 

RULES 

34119  Attomeys-in-fact;  list 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Education  Office;  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Information  Secialty  Oversight  Office 

RULES 

34129  Technical  amendments,  redesignations,  and  ^ 
deletion  of  obsolete  CHI  Parts 


Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service;  Reclamation  Bureau. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

34237  Consolidated  Rail  Corp.;  discontinuance  of 
passenger  trains 

34236  Hearing  assignments 
Motor  carriers: 

34238  Finance  applications 

34238  Temporary  authority  applications 

34237  Transfer  proceedings 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Antitrust  Division;  Law  Enforcement 
Assistance  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Pollution  control;  consent  judgments: 

34213  Borden,  Inc.  ^ 

34213  City  of  Philadelphia  . 

34213  Copperweld  Steel  Corp. 

Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

Public  land  orders: 

34131  Nevada 

34131  Oregon 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34201  Colorado 

34201,  New  Mexico  (3  documents) 

34202 

34203  Utah 

34204,  Wyoming  (5  documents) 

34205 

Qassification  of  lands: 

34202,  New  Mexico  (2  documents: 

34206 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

34204  Allen  Warner  Valley  Energy  System.  Utah 
Meeting: 

34201  Butte  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
34203  Roswell  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
Opening  of  public  lands: 

34207  Utah 

Law  Enforcement  Astistance  Administration 

NOTICES 

34213  Discretionary  grant  programs  guide,  1979  FY 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

See  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Office 
NOTICES 

34448  Budget  rescissions  and  deferrals:  June  1979 

Maritime  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34183  Aeron  Marine  Shipping  Co.  et  aL 
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34183  Merchant  ship  constmctian:  standard 
specifications:  availability 

Mateilalt  Transportation  Bureau 
PROPOaO)  I1UUE8 

Hazardous  materials: 

34171  Idantificatioa  numbws,  display;  improved 

emergency  response  capability;  correction 
NOTICES 

Hazardous  materials: 

34232  Applications;  exemptions,  renewals,  etc. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34183  Wei^ts  and  Measures  National  Conference 

National  Highieay  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34235  National  Driver  Register  study;  two-year 

calendar  list 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

34199  Cancer  Institute,  National;  advisory  committee 

34200  Cause  and  Prevention  Scientific  Review 
Committee 

34200  Chemical  substances,  laboratory  use 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 
NOTICES 

34215  Organization  and  functions;  statement 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

34171  Surf  clapi  and  ocean  quahog  fisheries;  hearings 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

34184  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Servlee 

NOTICES 

Management  and  development  plans: 

34208  Monocacy  National  Battlefield 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

RULES 

34418  Accidents/incidents;  investigations,  hearings,  and 
reports 

PROPOSED  RULES 

34442  Aircraft  accidents  etc.;  reporting  requirements; 
limitation;  mttension  of  time 
NOTICES 

34221  Safety  recommendations  and  accident  reports; 
availability,  responses,  etc. 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

34220  Horida  Power  &  Light  Co. 

34220,  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

34221 


Overseas  Private  Invaatmaiit  Corporation 
NOTICES  ' 

34241  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Pension  Policy,  President’s  Commission 

NOTICES 

34229  Staff  contacts,  reports 

Redamation  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Contract  negotiations: 

34208  Shasta  Dam  Area  Public  Utility  District  Central 
Valley,  Calif. 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

34207  Meeker  Dome  Unit  Colorado  River  Water 
Quality  Improvement  Program  * 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commiaaion 

NOTICES 

34241  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  eta: 

34230  Siouxland  Small  Business  Investment  Co^. 

Disaster  areas:. 

34230  Arkansas 

34230  Louisiana 

34230  Privacy  Act  systems  of  records 

Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration: 
Materials  Transportation  Bureau;  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 

Trsaaury  Department 

See  Fiscal  Service. 

Western  Are»Power  Administratfon 
NOTICES 

Power  rate  adjustments: 

34192  Paiker-Davis  Project 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

34171  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council,  7-10, 
7-11,  7‘-12.  7-17,  and  7-18-79 
National  Bureau  of  Standards — 

34183  National  Conference  on  Wei^ts  aniji  Measures, 
7-22  thru  7-27-79 

ENEROV  DEPARTMENT 

34186  National  Petroleum  Council,  Task  Group  of  the 
Committee  on  Unconventional  Gas  Sources. 
6-21-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  VWARE  OB>ARTMENT 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

34200  Cause  and  Prevention  Scientific  Review 

Committee,  6-29-79  — 
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34200  Guidelines  for  laboratory  use  of  chemical 
substances  posing  a  potential  occupational 
carcinogenic  risk,  7-24-79 

34199  National  Cancer  Institute  advisory  committees  for 
'  July  79 

mTERtOR  DEPARTMtirr 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

34201  Butte  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  7-16-79  - 
34203  Roswell  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  7-19-79 

TRAfMPORTATKHI  DEPARTMENT 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration  • 
34235  Calendar  of  meetings  for  1979-80 

HEARINGS 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

34184  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council,  6-28 
and  6-29-79 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

34208  Monocracy  National  Battlefield  7-9-79 
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A  cumulative  liat  of  the  parts  affected  this  month  can  be  found  in 
the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of  tNs  issue. 


3CFR 

Proctamattons: 

4665 . 

Admlniatrativa  Ordais: 
Mamoranduma: 

Inna  19  1070 

.J..  34089 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 
2883  (Revoked  by 
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3501  (Re^^ed  by 
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. 34131 

. 34131 
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45  CFR 
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. 34135 
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39  (5  documents) . 

...34096- 
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95 . . . 
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181 . 

. 34132 

34114 

193 . 

. 34132 

97 . 

....34115 
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288 . 
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Chapter  1..: . 
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. 34440 

365 . 

....34118 

32 . 

. 34440 
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Title  9— 

The  President 


Proclamation  4/BBS  ot  June  12,  1979 

Extension  of  Temporary  Quantitative  Limitation  on  the  Impor¬ 
tation  Into  the  United  States  of  Certain  Articles  of  Stainless 
Steel  or  Alloy  Tool  Steel  ^ 

By  the  Presideiit  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

1.  On  June  11, 1976,  by  Proclamation  4445,  the  President  proclaimed,  pursuant 
to  the  Constitution  and  the  statutes  of  the  United  States  (including  section  203 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C  2253)  (the  Trade  Act)),  the  imposition  of 
temporary  quantitative  limitations  on  the  importation  into  &e  United  States  of 
certain  articles  of  stainless  steel  or  alloy  tool  steel.  These  limitations  were 
effective  as  to  those  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consiunption  on  or  after  June  14,  1976,  and  were  to  continue  for  a  period  of 
three  years  firom  that  date  unless  earlier  modified,  or  terminated.  Proclamation 
4445  was  subsequently  modified  by  Proclamation  4477  of  November  16, 1976, 
Proclamation  4509  of  June  15,  1977,  and  Proclamation  4559  of  April  5,  1978. 
Import  relief  currently  in  effect  under  Proclamation  4445,  as  amended,  with 
respect  to  articles  provided  for  in  items  923.20  through  923.26,  inclusive,  of  the 
Ta^  Schedules  of  the  United  States  (TSUS)  (19  U.S.C  1202),  is  scheduled  to 
terminate  at  the  close  of  June  13,  1979,  u^ess  extended  by  the  President 
pursuant  to  section  203(h)(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2253(h)(3)). 

2.  Pursuant  to  sections  203(i)(2)  and  (i)(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C  2253(i)(2) 
and  (i)(3)),  the  United  States  International  Trade  Commission  (USITC),  on 
April  24, 1979,  reported  to  die  President  (USITC  Report  203-5)  the  results  of  its 
investigation  under  section  203(i)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2253(i)).  The 
USITC  advised  that  it  was  evenly  divided  on  the  question  of  the  probable 
economic  effect  on  the  domestic  industry  concerned  of  the  termination  of  the 
import  relief  provided  for  in  items  923.20  through  923.26,  inclusive,  of  the 
TSUS. 

3.  Section  203(h)(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2253(h)(3))  provides  that  any 
import  relief  prodded  pursuant  to  section  203  may  be  extended  by  the 
President,  at  a  level  of  relief  no  greater  than  the  level  in  effect  immediately 
before  such  extension,  if  the  President  determines,  after  taking  into  account 
the  advice  received  from  the  USITC  under  section  203(i)(2)  of  the  Trade  Act 
(19  U.S.C.  2253(i)(2))  and  after  taking  into  account  the  considerations  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  202(c)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2252(c)),  that  such 
extension  is  in  the  national  interest 

4.  In  accordance  with  section  203(h)(3)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2253(h)(3)), 
having  taken  into  account  the  advice  received  firom  the  USITC  under  section 
203(i)(2)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C.  2253(i)(2)),  and  the  considerations  de¬ 
scribed  in  section  202(c)  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C  2252(c)),  I  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  extension  of  the  import  relief  provided  for  in  items  923.20 
through  923.26,  inclusive,  of  the  TSUS  is  in  the  national  interest. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  acting  under  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Constitution  and  the 
statutes  of  the  United  States,  including  section  203  of  the  Trade  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
2253),  and  in  accordance  with  Article  XDC  of  the  General  Agreement  on  Tariffs 
and  Trade  (GATT)  (61  Stat  (pL  5)  A58;  8  UST  (pt  2)  1786),  do  proclaim  that— 
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(1)  Items  606.52,  608.76.  608.78.  608.85.  608.88.  609.06.  609.07  and  609.08  in  Part  I 
of  Schedule  XX  to  the  GATT  are  modified  to  conform  with  the  Quantitative 
restrictions  set  forth  in  the  Annex  to  this  proclamation. 

(2)  Subpart  A.  part  2  of  the  Appendix  to  the  TSUS  is  modified  as  set  forth  in 

the  Aimex  to  this  proclamation.  , 

(3)  The  authority  to  make  changes  in  the  quantitative  restrictions  provided  for 
in  this  proclamation,  as  set  for^  in  the  Aimex  to  this  proclamation,  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  Special  Representative  for  Trade  Negotiations. 

(4)  This  proclamation  shall  be  effective  as  to  those  articles  entered,  or 
withdrawn  fiom  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after  June  14,  1979,  and 
before  the  close  of  February  13. 1980,  unless  the  period  of  its  effectiveness  is 
earlier  expressly  modified  or  terminated. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  twelfth  day  of 
June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  third. 


ANNEX 

Subpart  A.  part  2  of  the  Appendbc  to  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States  (19  U.S.C.  1202)  is 
modified — 

(a)  by  deleting  paragraph  (i)  of  headnote  2(a)  and  inserting  the  following  new  paragraph  (i): 

“(i)  The  term  “restraint  period"  refers  to  the  2-month  period  beginning  June  14, 1979,  and  ending 
August  13,  1979,  and  thereafter  to  the  three  subsequent  2-month  period  ending  at  the  close  of 
February  13, 1980;"; 

(b)  by  deleting  headnotes  2  (b),  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f); 

(c)  by  inserting  the  following  new  headnote  2(b): 

“(b)  Carryover. — Whenever  the  quota  qucuitity  for  item  923,22  or  923.26  has  not  been  entered 
during  any  restraint  period,  the  shortfall  may  be  entered  under  the  same  item  during  the  following 
restraint  periods  and  not  be  counted  against  the  quota  quantity  therefor.  Whenever  any  quota 
quantity  for  a  country  or  instrumentality  under  item  923.20,  923.21,  or  923.23  has  not  been  entered 
during  any  restraint  period,  the  shortfall  may  be  entered  under  the  quota  for  that  country  or 
instrumentality  under  the  same  item  during  the  following  restraint  periods  and  not  be  counted 
against  the  quota  quantity  therefor": 

.  (d)  by  inserting  the  following  new  headnote  2(c): 

"(c)  Shortfall. — During  the  second  month  of  the  third  restraint  period,  should  the  Special 
Representative  for  Trade  Negotiations  determine  that  any  quota  quantity  for  a  country  or 
instrumentality  under  item  923.20,  923.21,  or  923.23  is  unlikely  to  be  us^  during  the  remainder  of 
the  third  restraint  period  or  during  the  fourth  restraint  period,  the  Special  Representative  may 
modify  the  quota  quantities  for  that  item  for  the  fourth  restraint  period  by  reallocating  the  shortfall 
to  other  suppliers,  such  modification  to  be  effective  with  respect  to  articles  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  nonor  after  December  13, 1979.  Notice  of  such  modiHcation  is  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  prior  to  December  13, 1979;"; 

(e)  by  redesignating  headnote  2(g)  as  headnote  2(d);  and 

(f)  by  deleting  items  923.20  through  923.28,  inclusive,  and  inserting  the  following  new  items  in  lieu 
thereof: 


\ 
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Quota  Quantity  (in  short  tom) 


Artidea 


Effective  on  or  after— 


August 


Whenever,  in  any  restraint  period  the  reniec- 
tive  aggregate  quantity  of  artides  specified  be¬ 
low  for  items  923^  923^,  923JKZ,  923,23,  or 
923,28  the  product  of  a  ipedfied  foreign  country 
or  instnunentality  has  been  entered  (vdiether, 
for  tariff  purposes,  in  schedule  6  or  in  parts  1, 2. 
and  5  of  sdiedule  8).  no  artide  in  swa  item  the 
product  of  such  country  or  iiutrumentality  may 


be  entered  during  the  remainder  of  such  r^ 
straint  period: 

ShMts  and  strip  of  stainless  sted  (mcmt 
razor  blade  steel)  of  the  types  provided  for 
in  items  808^5,  808,88,  809,08,  800^7.  and 
809,08: 


lan  Economic  Community 


Canada 


Sweden 


Other 


Countries  entitled  to  the  rata  of 
duty  in  rates  of  duty  column 
numbered  1  (tota)) . 


Other  (total) 


Platas  of  stainless  sted  of  fim  types  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  items  e08A5  and  808,88: 


Odier  (totd) 


Bars  of  stainless  sted  of  the  types  provided 

for  in  item  B08A2 - - 

Wire  rods  of  stainless  steel  of  the  ty]^ 
provided  fw  in  items  808,78  and  80a78: 


tan  Economic  Community 


Ofiien 

Countries  entitled  to  tfie  rate  of 
duty  in  rates  of  duty  column 
number  1  (totd) 

Other  (totd) 

Alloy  tool  steel  of  the  types  provided  for 
in  items  608,52,  OOATS,  808,78,  008A5, 
608,88.  609,06,  600X)7,  and  OOBM  within 


the  specifications  of  headnote  2(aKiii) 


/ 
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Memorandum  of  June  12,  1979 

Energy  Emergency — ^Florida 

Memorandum  for  the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Based  on  a  request  submitted  to  me  by  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Florida  to 
>  extend  my  ^y  5,  1979  determination  that  a  regional  energy  emergency 
continues  to  exist  in  the  State  of  Florida  of  such  severity  that  a  temporary 
suspension  of  certain  particulate  and  opacity  control  regulations  which  apply 
to  fossil-fuel  fired  electric  generating  plants  under  the  Florida  Air  Quality 
Implementation  Plan  may  be  necessary,  and  that  other  means  of  responding  to 
the  energy  emergency  may  be  inadequate,  I  hereby  extend  that  determination 
for  thirty  days  fiom  June  5  to  and  including  July  4,  1979.  This  extension  is 
limited  by  the  same  conditions  as  my  original  determination. 

If,  during  the  extension,  I  find  that  a  regional  energy  emergency  no  longer 
exists  in  Florida,  I  will  direct  that  this  extension  be  rescinded,  and  that  all 
suspension  orders  issued  by' the  Governor  be  terminated  on  the  day  of  that 
rescission.  Please  continue  to  work  with  State  officials  to  monitor  carefully  the 
residual  oil  supply  in  Florida,  and  to  inform  me  if  the  emergency  should  cease 
to  exist.  You  continue  to  retain  full  authority  to  disapprove  temporary 
•  suspension  of  regulations  in  Florida  and  to  exercise  your  emergency  powers 
authority  under  Section  303  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  when  and  if  necessary.  It  is 
important  to  keep  suspensions  to  an  absolute  minimum  since  Section  110(f)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  limits  each  suspension  to  a  maximum  duration  of  120  days. 

I  commend  Governor  Graham  for  his  continued  efforts  in  energy  conservation 
and  his  commitment  that  no  extension  of  any  suspension  will  be  granted  if  the 
result  would  be  a  violation  of  any  national  ambient  primary  or  secondary  air 
quality  standard. 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Regbter. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington,  June  12,  1979. 


[FR  Doc.  79-18679 
Filed  6-12-79;  2:jSe  pm] 
Billing  code  3195-01^ 


34095 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  116  /  Thursday,  June  14, 1979  /  Presidential  Documents 

Presidential  Documents  ^  ^ 


Presidential  Determination  No.  79-10  of  June  1, 1979 

Detennination  Under  Subsections  402(d)(5)  and  (d)(5)(C)  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974 — Continuation  of  Waiver  Authority 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  under  the  Trade  Act  of  1974,  (Public 
Law  93-618,  January  3, 1975;  88  Stat  1978)  (hereinafter  “the  Act”),  1  determine, 
*  pursuant  to  Subsections  402(d)(5)  and  (d)(5)(C)  of  the  Act,  that  the  further 
extension  of  the  waiver  authority  granted  by  Subsection  402(c)  of  the  Act  will 
substantially  promote  the  objectives  of  Action  402  of  the  Act.  1  further 
determine  that  continuation  of  the  waivers  applicable  to  the  Socialist  Republic 
of  Romania  and  to  the  Hungarian  People’s  Republic  will  substantially  promote 
the  objectives  of  Section  402  of  the  Act. 

This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington,  June  1, 1979. 


[FR  Doc.  79-18723 
Filed  '8-12-7B;  3:51  pni] 
Billing  code  319S-(n-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

AgricuiturM  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  908 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  616] 

Valencia  Oranges  Grown  hi  Arizona 
and  Designated  Part  of  California;. 
Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California- Arizona . 
Valencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  market  during  the  perir^  June  15-21, 
1979.  Such  action  is  needed  to  provide 
for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh  Valencia 
oranges  for  this  period  due  to  the 
marketing  situation  confronting  the 
orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  906,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  die  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 


recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Valencia  Orange 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  the  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 
This  regulation  has  not  been  determined 
significant  under  the  USDA  criteria  for 
implementing  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  committee  met  on  June  12. 1979, 
to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  and  other  factors  affecting 
the  need  for  regulation  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  deemed  advisable  to  be 
handled  during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges  is  weak. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  availafile  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

S  908,916  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
616. 

Order,  (a)  Hie  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
Califcmiia  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  June  15. 1979,  through  Jime  21, 
1979,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1: 300,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2: 2004)00  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled**, 
"District  1*’,  *‘District  2”,  **District  S’*, 
and  “carton**  mean  the  same  as  defined 
in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated:  June  13, 1979. 

D.  8.  Kurylosld, 

'  Acting  Deputy  Director.  Fhiit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Dec.  7S-188Se  PUed  S-IVTS;  11S1  aral 
SILUNQ  COOS  MKHU-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Part  217 

[Regulation  Q,  Docket  No.  R-0232] 

Interest  on  Deposits;  Temporary 
Suspension  of  Early  Withdrawal 
Perwity 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 
action:  Temporary  suspension  of  the 
Regulation  Q  penalty  normally  imposed 
upon  the  withdrawal  of  funds  from 
deposits  prior  to  maturity. 

SuaiMARY:  The  Board  of  Governors, 
acting  through  its  Secretary,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  suspended 
temporarily  the  Rej^ation  Q  penalty  for 
tl.e  withdrawal  of  time  deposits  prior  to 
maturity  frtim  member  banks  for 
depositors  affected  by  the  severe  storms 
and  tornadoes  beguming  on  or  about 
April  8, 1979,  in  the  State  of  Arkansas. 
EmcnvE  date:  April  ll,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  S.  Pilecki,  Attorney,  Legal  Division. 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551 
(202/452-3281). 

SUPFLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
11  and  13, 1979,  pursuant  to  section  301 
of  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974  (42 
U.S.C  I  5141)  and  Executive  Order 
11795  of  July  11. 1974,  the  President, 
acting  through  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration,  designated  the 
foUouring  coimties  of  the  State  of 
Arkansas  a  major  disaster  area:  Ashley, 
Bradley.  Calhoun,  Howard,  Jackson, 
Nevada,  Ouachita,  and  Polk.  The  Board 
regards  the  President’s  action  as 
recognition  by  the  Federal  government 
that  a  disaster  of  major  proportions  has 
occurred.  The  President’s  designation 
enables  victims  of  the  disaster  to  qualify 
for  special  emergency  financial 
assistance.  The  Board  believes  it 
appropriate  to  provide  an  additional 
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measure  of  assistance  to  victims  by 
temporarily  suspending  the  Regulation 
Q  early  withdrawal  penalty.*  The 
Board's  action  permits  a  member  bank, 
wherever  located,  to  pay  a  time  deposit 
before  maturity  without  imposing  this 
penalty  upon  a  showing  that  the 
depositor  has  suffered  property  or  other 
Rnancial  loss  in  the  disaster  area  as  a 
result  of  the  severe  storms  and 
tornadoes.  A  member  bank  should 
obtain  from  a  depositor  seeking  to 
withdraw  a  time  deposit  pursuant  to  this 
action  a  signed  statement  describing 
fully  the  disaster-related  loss.  This 
statement  should  be  approved  and 
certiHed  by  an  officer  of  the  bank.  This 
action  will  be  retroactive  to  April  11, 
1979,  and  will  remain  in  effect  until  12 
midnight  October  15, 1979. 

Section  19(j)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  371b)  provides  that  no 
member  bank  shall  pay  any  time  deposit 
before  maturity  except  upon  such 
conditions  and  in  accordance  with  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board.  The  Board  has 
determined  it  to  be  in  the  overriding 
public  interest  to  suspend  the  penalty 
provision  in  §  217.4(d)  of  Regulation  Q 
for  the  benefit  of  depositors  suffering 
disaster-related  losses  within  those 
geographical  areas  of  the  State  of 
Arkansas  officially  designated  a  major 
disaster  area  by  the  President.  The 
Board,  in  granting  this  temporary 
suspension,  encourages  member  banks 
to  permit  penalty-ffee  withdrawal 
before  maturity  of  time  deposits  for 
depositors  who  have  suffered  disaster- 
related  losses  within  the  designated 
disaster  area. 

In  view  of  the  urgent  need  to  provide 
immediate  assistance  to  relieve  the 
Tinancial  hardship  being  suffered  by 
persons  directly  affected  by  the  severe 
damage  and  destruction  occasioned  by 
the  storms  and  tornadoes  in  the 
designated  coimties  of  Arkansas,  good 

‘  Sec.  217.4(d)  of  Regulation  Q  provides  that 
where  a  time  deposit  issued  prior  to  July  1, 1979,  or 
any  portion  thereof,  is  paid  iMfore  maturity,  a 
member  bank  may  pay  interest  on  the  amount 
withdrawn  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  that  currently 
prescribed  for  a  savings  deposit  and  that  the 
depositor  shall  forfeit  three  months  of  interest 
payable  at  such  rate.  Hme  deposits  issued  on  or 
after  July  1, 1979.  wiU  be  sub)^  to  a  new  penalty 
rule  (refer  to  44  FR  32848). 


cause  exists  for  dispensing  with  notice 
and  public  participation  referred  to  in 
section  553(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code  with  respect  to  this  action 
and  public  procedure  with  regard  to  this 
action  would  be  contrary  to  the  public 
interest.  Because  of  the  need  to  provide 
assistance  as  soon  as  possible  and 
because  the  Board's  action  relieves  a 
restriction,  there  is  good  cause  to  make 
the  action  effective  immediately. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,  acting 
through  its  Secretary,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority  (12  CFR  265.2(a)  (18)),  June  8, 1979. 
Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

pK  Doc.  7S-1Sa00  Filed  S-13-7S;  ft4S  am) 

BUUNQ  CODE  S210-01-4I 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-SO-39;  Arndt  39-3485] 

Airworthiness  Directives:  Piper  Model 
PA-28  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  An  emergency  Airworthiness 
directive  by  priority  mail  was  adopted 
on  May  1, 1979,  and  made  effective 
immediately  upon  receipt  of  the  letter  to 
all  known  U.S.  operators  of  certain  Piper 
Model  PA-28  series  airplanes.  This 
directive  requires  repetitive  checks  until 
the  Parker-Hannifin  unions  and  fittings 
in  the  fuel  system  are  retorqued, 
repaired,  or  replced  within  100  hours 
time  in  service  after  receipt  of  the  letter. 
This  AO  was  needed  to  inspect  for  fuel 
leakage  and/or  fumes  and  to  retorque, 
repair,  or  replace  leaking  unions  to 
prevent  a  possible  fire  hazard. 

DATES:  This  AO  is  effective  Jime  8, 1979, 
and  was  effective  upon  receipt  for  all 
recipients  of  the  emergency 
Airworthiness  Directive  dated  May  2, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Piper  Service  Bulletin  No. 
638  may  be  obtained  from  Piper  Aircraft 
Corporation,  Lock  Haven,  Pennsylvania 
17745,  telephone  (707)  748-8711.  A  copy 
of  the  bulletin  is  contained  in  the  Rules 


Docket  Room  275,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Southern 
Region,  3400  Whipple  Street  East  Point 
Georgia  30320,  telephone  (404)  763-7407. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  J.  Lyness,  Manufacturing  Inspection 
Section,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  Flight  Standards  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320, 
telephone  (404)  763-7280. 
SURPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
have  been  reports  of  fuel  leakage  at  the 
Parker-Hannifin  unions  installed  in 
certain  Piper  Aircraft  Corporation 
Model  PA-28  series  airplanes.  Fuel 
leaks  and/or  fiimes  at  these  unions 
could  possibly  result  in  a  ffre.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in 
other  airplanes  of  the  same  t}rpe  design, 
an  emergency  Airworthiness  Directive 
was  issued  on  May  2, 1979,  which 
required  checks  prior  to  the  next  flight 
and  prior  to  each  flight  thereafter  until 
the  Parker-Hanniffn  unions  and  fittings 
in  the  fuel  system  were  retorqued, 
repaired,  or  replaced  within  100  hours 
time  in  service  after  receipt  of  the  letter. 

Since  a  situation  existed  that  required 
immediate  corrective  action,  it  was 
found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  were  impractical  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest,  and  good  cause 
existed  for  making  the  AD  effective 
immediately  to  all  known  U.S.  operators 
of  certain  Piper  Aircraft  Corporation 
Model  PA-28  series  airplanes  by  the 
emergency  Airworthiness  Directive 
dated  May  2, 1979.  This  condition  still 
exists  and  is  hereby  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

Hper  Aircraft  Corporation.  Applies  to  the 
following  Piper  models  of  aircraft 
certified  in  ^  categories:  PA-28-161. 8/ 
N  28-7816340  throu^  28-7916410;  PA-28- 
181,  S/N  28-7890276  throu^  28-7990429; 
PA-28-236,  S/N  28-7911001  through  28- 
7911167;  PA-28-201T,  S/N  28-7921001 
through  28-7921028;  PA-28R-201,  S/N 
28R-78371S0  through  2t»-7837317;  PA- 
28R-201T.  S/N  28R-7803186  throu^  28R- 
7806373;  PA-28RT-201.  S/N  28R-7918001 
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through  28R-7918128;  PA-28RT-201T.  S/ 

'  N  28R-7931001  diroogh  Zffi-^187. 

Compliance  is  required  at  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplish^ 

To  prevent  a  potential  fire  hazard, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(а)  Mw  to  the  next  fli^t  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AO  and  prior  to  each  flight 
thereafter  until  compliance  with  die 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (bHl)  through 

(b)^)  have  been  accomplish^  check  for 
evidence  of  fuel  leads,  wetting,  fuel  stains, 
and/or  fumes  at  inboard  area  of  both  wings 
and  in  the  cabin  area.  Make  appropriate 
maintenance  record  entry. 

n>)  If.  as  a  result  of  diecks  required  by 
paragraph  (a),  leakage,  wetting,  fuel  stains  or 
fumes  are  evident,  accomplish  the  following 
prior  to  further  flight: 

(1)  Gain  access  to  all  Parker-Hannifin 
unions  (identified  Dl  or  DlPHe)  located  at 
inboard  areas  of  both  wings,  imder  the  left 
cabin  side  panel  and  in  the  spar  box  area.  For 
201T  models  only,  include  vent  line  fitting  at 
lower  aft  comer  of  the  door. 

(2)  Torque  eadi  fitting  to  the  requiremmts 
of  Table  L 

(3)  Measure  the  distance  between  the  face 
of  union  and  face  of  tubing  fitting.  Refer  to 
Figure  L 

(4)  If  Torque  and/or  dimensions  are  not  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  Table  I 
and  Figure  I,  comply  with  paragraph  (c). 

(5)  Fill  the  airplane  tanks  full  of  fud  and 
run  engine  for  three  (3)  to  five  (5)  minutes  on 
each  tank. 

(б)  Inspect  fittings  for  leakage  and  if  no 
le^s  are  found,  no  further  action  is 
necessary  except  for  the  appropriate 
maintenance  record  entry. 

(7)  If  leakage  is  still  evident,  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (c). 

(c)  If  as  a  result  of  checks  or  inspections 
required  by  fiiis  Airworthiness  Directive,  the 
fittings  or  unions  are  found  damaged,  they 
continue  to  leak,  or  they  do  not  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  Table  1  and  Figure  1, 


correct  in  accordance  widi  (1).  (2),  or  (3) 
below  and  accomplish  paragraphs  (bM4). 
(b)(5).  and  (bM6). 

(1)  Remove  the  leaking  union  and  replace  it 
udng  a  standard  "AN"  fitting  as  outlined  in 
AC  43.13-lA.  paragraphs  393  and  709,  or 

(2)  Replace  widi  Piper  preswaged  and 
preseat^  tube  and  union  and  apply  thread 
lube  as  outlined  in  Table  0.  Carefully  align 
the  tube,  snug  up  the  nut  finger  ti^t,  and 
tighten  the  nut  one  (1)  to  two  (2)  ^ts  (Vk  to  Vk 
of  a  turn).  Maintain  dimension  tolerance  of 
Figure  Lor 

(3)  Repair  by  using  the  same  size  P^er- 
Hannifin  unions  and  fittings  which  have  not 
been  preswaged  or  preseated.  Apply  thread 
lube  as  outlined  in  Table  IL  snug  up  the  nut 
finger  tight,  and  using  a  tube  wrench  tighten 
the  nut  one  and  one-quarter  (iVk)  turns. 

(d)  Within  the  next  100  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Airworthiness  Directive,  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (b)(1)  through 
(b)(7).  unless  already  accomplished. 

(e)  CSiecks  specified  in  paragraph  (a)  may 
be  accomplished  by  the  pilot 

(f)  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Airworthiness  Directive  may  be 
accomplished  in  an  equivalent  maimer 
approved  by  the  Chiefi  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Southern  Region. 

Table  I 


TubtSiM 

A(:piiad  torqua 

Equipraant 

%  00 _ 

_ 7S-9Sinch 

Usaalubing 

pounds. 

cram  foot 

H  OO  . 

_  175-19Slnet) 

Usaalubing 

pounds. 

orawt  fool 

TaUen 

Slip  spray  lubricant  (Dupont),  or  equivalent 
Perulube  (Parker-Hannifin),  or  equivalent 
Apply  the  lubricant  to  the  male  connector 
thread. 

Do  not  allow  lubricant  to  enter  the  throat  of 
the  connector  seat  or  contact  the  ferrule 
seat  face. 


1/4  OD  TUBING 


- - 


.08"  to  .11" 


Piper  Service  Bulletin  No.  638  pertains  to 
this  subject. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
June  8, 1979. 


(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423):  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14 
CFR 11 J9) 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  1. 1979. 
Phillip  M.Swatek, 

Director,  Southern  Region. 

(FK  Doc.  TS-lSiai  Rled  S-U-79;  a«5  am) 
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14CFRI>art39 

[Docket  No.  79-NE-07;  Arndt  39-3496] 

Sikorsky  S-61  Series  Hek  copters 
Certificated  In  AM  Categories; 
Airworthiness  Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

sumiMARV:  On  April  21. 1979,  a 
telegraphic  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
was  issued  requiring  repetitive 
inspections  of  the  honeycomb  tail  rotor 
blades  and  an  inspection  of  the  tail  rotor 
gearbox  of  Sikorsky  S-61  type 
helicopters  equipped  with  honeycomb 
tail  rotor  blades.  The  AD  also  required 
the  replacement  of  the  components  prior 
to  further  flight,  if  creeks  were  found. 
These  cracks  could  lead  to  failures  of 
these  components  and  loss  of  control  of 
the  helicopter. 

DATES:  Effective  date— June  14. 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  To  obtain  copies  of  the 
service  bulletin  referenced  in  the  AD 
contact  Sikorsky  Aircraft  Division  of 
United  Technologies  Corporation, 
Stratford,  Coimecticut  06602. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Wiiliam  E.  Garlock,  Airframe  Section, 
ANE-212.  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Standards 
Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  England  Region,  12 
New  England  &cecutive  Park, 

Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803; 
telephone;  (817)  273-7336. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
21, 1979,  a  telegraphic  AD  was  adopted 
and  made  effective  immediately  to  all 
known  United  States  operators  of 
Sikorsky  S-61  type  helicopters.  TTiis 
airworthiness  directive  required  an 
initial  dye  penetrant  inspection  of  the 
tail  rotor  blades  and  tail  rotor  gearbox 
mounting  feet,  repetitive  visual 
inspections  of  the  blades,  and  repetitive 
ultrasonic  inspections  of  the  blades  with 
more  than  1200  hours  of  service.  It  also 
required  replacement  of  these 
components  prior  to  further  flight,  if 
cracks  were  found. 


34100 
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This  AO  was  necessary  because  of 
the  failures  found  in  a  taU  rotor  blade 
and  the  taU  rotor  gearbox  of  an  S-61L 
helicopter  that  was  involved  in  a  recent 
accident  whUe  in  commercial  operation. 
In  the  accident  investigation,  a 
laboratory  examination  revealed  that  a 
fatigue  failure  had  caused  the  separation 
of  part  of  taU  rotor  blade.  This  tj^e  of 
failure  of  the  blade  can  cause  the  loss  of 
control  of  the  helicopter. 

Since  it  was  fcimd  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  were 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  good  cause  existed  for 
making  and  AD  effective  immediately  to 
all  known  United  States  operators  of 
Sikorsky  model  S-61  helicopters  by 
individual  telegrams  dated  April  21, 

1979. 

Since  the  telegraphic  AD  was  issued, 
operators  have  recommended  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  require  a  daily 
ultrasonic  inspection  in  addition  to  the 
six  hour  interval  ultrasonic  inspection. 
Ihe  FAA  agrees  %vith  this 
recommendation.  The  visual  and 
ultrasonic  inspections  have  therefore 
been  revised  to  clarify  these 
requirements. 

These  conditions  stUl  exist,  and  the 
telegraphic  AD  as  revised  is  hereby 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(14  CFR  11.89)  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  die 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
39.13)  is  amended,  effective  1979,  by 
addition  of  the  foUowing  new  AD: 

Sikorsky  Aircraft  Applies  to  S-61 'series 
helicopters  certificated  in  aU  categories, 
including  FAA  certificated  military 
counterparts,  equipped  with  P/Ns  S6115- 
30001  or  S6117-30001  series  tail  rotor 
blades. 

To  preclude  the  possibility  of  failiue  of  the 
tail  rotor  blade,  accomplish  the  following: 

1.  Inspect  tail  rotor  blades,  P/Ns  S6115- 
30001  and  S6117-30001,  series  for  cracks  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

a.  Prior  to  further  flight,  unless  already 
accomplished,  dye  penetrant  inspect  the 
inboard  32  inch  section  in  accordance  with 
Sikorsky  Aircraft  Service  Bulletin  61B15-26. 

b.  Thereafter,  prior  to  the  first  flight  of  the 
day.  conduct  visual  inspections  of  die  blades 
in  accordance  with  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin 
61B15-1E. 

c.  Within  the  next  six  hours  time  in  service, 
unless  already  accomplished,  ultrasonically 
inspect  the  blades  for  spar  and  skin  cracks  in 
accordance  with  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin 
6lEtl5-26.  Thereafter  for  blades  with  over 
1200  hours  time  in  service,  inspect 
ultrasonically  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  six 


hours  time  in  service  in  accordance  with 
Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  61B15-26. 

2.  Prior  to  further  flight  unless  already 
accomplished,  perform  a  one-time  dye 
penetrant  or  Z^o  inspiection  of  the  tail  rotor 
gearbox  mounting  feet  for  cracks  in 
accordance  with  Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin 
eiBl5-26. 

3.  If  a  crack  is  found  during  the  inspection 
of  paragraph  1  or  2  above,  replace  the 
cracked  blade  or  gearbox  with  a  new  or 
serviceable  component  prior  to  further  flight 
A  serviceable  blade  or  gearbox  is  one  that 
has  been  inspected  in  accordance  with  the 
subject  service  bulletins  and  found  to  be  free 
of  cracks. 

4.  Report  in  writing  any  cracks  found 
during  the  inspections  of  paragraph  1  or  2 
above  to:  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  New  England 
Region,  12  New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  Massai^usetts  01803.  Each  report 
must  indude  the  length  and  location  of  the 
cracks  and  total  time  in  service  of  the  blade 
or  gearbox.  Reporting  approved  by  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  under  OMB  No. 
04-410174. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All 
persons  affected  by  this  directive  who  have 
not  already  received  these  documents  frt>m 
the  manufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon 
request  to  Sikorsky  Aircraft,  Stratford, 
Connecticut  06002.  These  documents  may 
also  be  examined  at  FAA  New  England 
Region,  12  New  England  Executive  Paik, 
Buriington,  Massachusetts,  and  at  FAA 
Headquarters.  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on 
this  AD  which  includes  the  incorporated 
material  in  full  is  maintained  by  the  FAA  at 
its  Headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C,  and  at 
the  FAA  New  England  Headquarters, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
June  6. 1979. 

Robert  E.  Whittington, 

Director,  New  England  Region. 

Note.— The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  Jime  19, 
1967. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-1S4W  PIM  S-IS-TS;  8:45  ami 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-EA-18;  Arndt  39-3495] 

Airworthinaaa  Diractivea;  Bendix 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACnON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY*.  This  amendment  adopts  a 
hew  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
applicable  to  certain  Bendix  Models  D- 
2000/D-2200  six  and  eight  cylinder 
magnetos  and  requires  a  repetitive 


inspection  of  the  distributor  block 
bushings  for  movement  between  the 
bushing  and  the  block.  The  purpose  of 
the  inspection  is  to  preclude  faUure  of 
the  magneto  in  flight 

date:  June  19, 1979.  Compliance  is 
required  as  set  forth  in  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Bendix  Service  Bulletins 
may  be  acquired  from  the  manufacturer 
at  ffie  Elecbical  Components  Division, 
Sidney,  New  York  13838. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  A 

Farrar,  Propulsion  Section,  AEA-214, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Federal  Building,  JFJC  International 
Airport  Jamaica,  New  Yodk  11430:  Tel. 
212-995-2894. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
had  been  reports  of  failure  of  the  right 
side  of  a  D-2000  magneto  in  flight  due  to 
a  detachment  of  the  distributor  gear 
bushing.  'This  could  lead  to  loss  of  both 
sides  of  the  magnetos  which  incorporate 
the  green  blocks  for  movement  between 
the  bushing  and  the  blocks.  An 
emergency  airmail  transmittal  had  been 
distributed  on  April  19, 1979,  to  all 
known  owners  of  airplanes 
incorporating  the  magneto.  Since  this 
deficiency  affects  air  safety,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impractical 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
rule  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  §  39.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  issuing  a  new 
airworthiness  directive,  as  follows: 

Applies  to  Bendix  Model  D-2000/D-2200 
series  (green  distributor  block  only)  six-and- 
eight-cylinder  magnetos  identified  as  follows: 


Mo(M 

PviNa 

CMtN-9Q91 

10-382560-63 

10-362620-61 

10-362S10-63 

10-362820-61 

10-362910-58 

10-382910-12 

10-382910-17 

10-362610-63 

nflLM.^900 . 

nittM-9990 

nMM.^900 

n«)N-9%m 

mnN-999n 

nMM..9990 

D6LN-2230. 

These  magnetos  are  installed  on  but  not 
limited  to  the  foUowing  aircraft  engines  or 
aircraft  engine/aircraft  combinations: 


AVCO  Lycoming 
onginoo 

Instilolions 

TIO-540-R2AO _ 

TI0-640-F260 _ 

- 

TK>-640-N2B0-.__ 

IO-720-aiBO _ 

10-720-01 CD 

I0-720-01C0 

.  Pipw.  PA-36-375. 

10-720-8180 _ 

.  Cmmw  414  par  may  STC  8A2060- 
8W. 
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AVCO  Lycoming  InttaRations 


•O-720-81BO _  Roctnval  SOOS.  S60S.  and  680S 

modWad  by  STC  SA2601WE. 

IO-720-aiBO _  RoctnMR680F.680R.WKl '680  FLP 

modHM  by  STC  8A  ZSOIWE. 


To  detect  loose  distributor  block  bushings, 
accomplish  the  following  within  the  next  10 
hours  in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
A.D.  unless  previously  accomplished,  and 
every  25  hours  thereafter  until  green 
distributor  blocks  are  replaced  by 
comparable  black  distributor  blocks  with  part 
numbers  as  follows: 

P/N  10-382978  by  10-382998  and  P/N 10- 
382976  by  10-382972.  or  equivalent  FAA 
approved  parts  and  procedures. 

a.  Remove  the  ventilator  plugs,  threaded 
bushing,  or  solid  plug  from  both  ends  of  the 
magneto  housing,  as  applicable. 

b.  Remove  gear  axle  retaining  ring  P/N  10- 
92815-37.  plain  washer  P/N  10-50753,  and  felt 
washer  P/N  10-50752  frvm  both  distributor 
gear  axle  positions. 

&  Fabricate  a  Vi  in.  round  probe  of  non- 
metallic  material,  preferably  wood  dowel  rod, 
approximately  six  inches  long,  with  one  end 
approximately  Vfc  in.  wide  by  %  in.  thick  by  1 
in.  long  to  resemble  a  screw  driver  blade. 

d.  Insert  the  formed  end  of  the  tool  thru  the 
inspection  hole  at  one  end  of  the  magneto 
housing  and  between  two  teeth  of  the 
distributor  gear.  Gently  so  as  not  to  damage 
the  gear  teeth,  attempt  to  push  the  gear  back 
and  forth  sideways,  while  observing  the 
corresponding  bronze  bushing  in  the 
distributor  block.  If  there  is  no  movement 
between  the  bushing  and  the  block,  insert  the 
tool  under  the  flat  surface  of  the  gear  on  its 
outside  diameter.  Exert  pressure  on  the  end 
of  the  tool  to  lift  the  gear  towards  the 
distributor  blocL  Inspect  for  movement 
between  the  bushing  and  the  block.  If  no 
bushing  movement  is  detected  by  either  of 
these  two  inspections,  repeat  the  procedures 
at  the  gear  bushing  location  at  the  opposite 
end  of  the  magneto. 

e.  If  no  movement  is  detected,  re-assemble 
the  magneto  per  maintenance  an^  overhaul 
instructions  listed  in  Bendix  publications  L- 
928-1  and  Lr-945  or  other  approved 
procedures. 

f.  If  bushing  movement  is  detected  at  either 
end,  thwrlistributor  block  must  be  replaced 
prior  to  further  flight.  When  replacing 
distributor  block,  center  the  block  relative  to 
any  lateral  movement  of  block. 

g.  Tighten  distributor  block  screws  to  a 
torque  value  of  25  to  30  inch  lbs.  Reassemble 
the  magneto  according  to  applicable 
instructions  in  D-2000/D-2^  series  magneto 
over-haul  publication.  Bendix  Form  Lr-045 
and  tighten  the  magneto  cover  screws  to  a 
torque  value  of  30-35  in.  lb.  for  black 
magnetos  and  40-45  in.  lb.  for  gray  magnetos. 

h.  If  replacing  the  green  distributor  block 
with  a  black  distributor  block,  reidentify  the 
magneto  system  P/N  and  magneto  P/N  by 
stamping  the  numeral  1  over  the  first  digit  of 
the  dash  number  suffixes.  For  example: 

System  P/N-201  becomes  -101;  Magneto  P/ 
N-51  becomes  -11. 


Record  magneto  serial  number  in  aircraft 
engine  log.  Equivalent  methods  of  compliance 
must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Astern 
Region.  As  permitted  by  FAR  21.197,  aircraft 
may  be  flown  to  a  base  where  maintenance 
required  by  this  airworthiness  directive  can 
be  accomplished. 

Bendix  Service  Bulletin  No.  606  pertains  to 
this  problem. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  is  effective 
lune  19. 1979. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c};  and  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  June  5, 
1979. 

Thomas  CHaOoran, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-184S7  Piled  6-13-76;  S:4S  am) 

BIUJNQ  COOC  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  79-EA-5;  Aindt  39-3494] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Piper 
Aircraft 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
applicable  to  Piper  PA-36-285  type 
airplanes  and  requires  an  inspection  of 
the  gusset  welds  on  the  fuselage  where 
the  engine  mount  is  attached  to  the 
fuselage  for  cracks  and  alteration  where 
necessary.  The  purpose  of  the 
requirement  is  to  preclude  failure  of  the 
weld  and  compromise  of  the  engine 
structure. 

date:  Jime  19, 1979.  Compliance  is 
required  as  set  forth  in  the  AD. 
ADDRESSES:  Piper  Service  Bulletins  may 
be  acquired  from  the  manufactiuer  at 
Piper  Aircraft  Corporation,  820  East 
Bald  Eagle  Street,  Lock  Haven, 
Pennsylvania  17745. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  I. 

Mankuta,  Airframe  Section,  AEA-212, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Federal  Building,  J.F.K.  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  New  York  11430;  Tel. 
212-995-2875. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
had  been  reports  of  cracks  in  the  welds 
in  the  engine  mount  attachment 
brackets.  The  manufacturer  has  issued 
S/B  615  and  a  Modification  Kit  No. 
763877  for  an  inspection  and  installation 
of  reinforcement  fitting  and  gussets 
which  are  welded  to  the  mount  Jimction. 


Since  this  deficiency  affects  air  safety, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
impractical  and  good  cause  exists  for 
m^ing  the  rule  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  §  39.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  issuing  a  new 
airworthiness  directive,  as  follows: 

Piper  Aircraft  Corp.  Applies  to  Model  PA-36- 
285  serial  numbers  36-736000,  through 
36-7660135  airplanes  certificated  in  all 
categories.  To  detect  cracks  in  the  engine 
mount  attachment  brackets,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(a)  Within  the  next  50  hours  in  service  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless 
accomplished  within  the  previous  50  hours  in 
service,  and  at  intervals  thereafter  not  to 
exceed  100  hours  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection,  inspect  welds  for  cracks  on  the  aft 
side  of  the  gussets  on  the  fuselage  where  the 
engine  mount  is  attached  using  dye  check  or 
fluorescent  penetrant  inspection  procedures 
or  equivalent. 

(b)  If  cracks  are  found,  install  Piper  Engine 
Mount  Attachment  Modification  Kit  No. 
763877,  or  equivalent,  prior  to  further  flight. 
Diuing  the  installation  of  the  kit,  inspect  the 
welds  for  cracks  on  the  forward  side  of  the 
gussets  on  the  fuselage  where  the  engine 
mount  is  attached  using  dye  check  or 
fluorescent  penetrant  inspection  procedures 
or  equivalent  If  cracks  are  found,  remove 
weld  from  cracked  area  and  reweld. 

(c)  Upon  incorporation  of  Piper 
Modification  Kit  No.  763877  or  equivalent, 
compliance  with  this  AD  may  be  cancelled. 

(d)  Equivalent  inspections  and  repairs  must 
be  approved  by  the  Chief.  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region. 

(e)  Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data 
by  an  owner  or  operator  through  an  FAA 
Maintenance  Inspector,  the  Chief, 

Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch.  FAA 
Eastern  Region  may  adjust  the  inspection 
intervals  specified  in  this  Ad.  • 

Piper  S/B  No.  615  dated  9/21/78,  pertains 
to  this  subject 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is  effective 
June  19. 1979. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  49  U.S.C.  1655(c):  and  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  Yoric,  on  June  5,  / 
1979. 

Thomas  C.  HaUotan, 

Acting  Director.  Eastern  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18466  Piled  S-U-7«;  8:45  aral 
BNXJNO  OOOe  4S10-1S-M 
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14CFRPart39 

[Docket  No.  7»-EA-112;  Arndt  3»-3493] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Piper 
Aircraft 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  adopts  a  * 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
applicable  to  Piper  PA-24-400,  PA-30 
and  PA-39  type  airplanes  and  requires 
repetitive  check  for  possible  fuel 
selector  valve  leakage  and  repetitive 
check  for  ice  contamination  of  the  fuel 
supply.  The  purpose  of  the  requirement 
is  to  preclude  engine  failure  due  to 
inadvertent  fuel  mismanagement  or  ice 
blockage.  ~ 

date:  June  19. 1979.  Compliance  is 
required  as  set  forth  in  the  AD. 
ADDRESSES:  Piper  Service  Bulletins  may 
be  acquired  from  the  manufacturer  at 
Piper  Aircraft  Corporation,  820  East 
Bald  Eagle  Street,  Lock  Haven, 
Pennsylvania  17745. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACR 
F.  Covclli,  Propulsion  Section,  AEA-214, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Federal  Building,  )FJC  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  New  Yodc  11430;  Tel. 
212-995-2894. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
had  been  a  report  of  an  inflight  failure 
due  to  leakage  of  fuel  throu^  the 
selector  valve  from  one  tank  to  another. 
There  have  also  been  reports  of  power 
failure  due  to  ice  blockage  of  the  fuel 
lines  and  strainers. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  {  39.13  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13]  is 
amended,  by  issuing  a  new 
airworthiness  directive,  as  follows: 

Piper 

Applies  to  series  PA-24-400  S/N  26-2 
throu^  26-148;  PA-30  S/N  30-2  through  30- 
2000:  and  PA-39  S/N  39-1  through  39-155 
aircraft 

Part  A 

This  part  applies  to  all  aircraft  listed 
above.  Compliance  required  within  50  hours 
of  operation  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AO  and  at  each  50  hours  of  operation 
thereafter. 

To  prevent  fuel  mismanagement  from  inter¬ 
port  leakage  within  the  fuel  selector  valve 
causing  fuel  toJiansfer  from  one  tank  to 
another,  accomplish  checks  in  accordance 
with  the  Instructions  paragraph  in  Piper 
Service  Letter  No.  851,  Part  A  or  an  approved 
equivalent  Item  3  is  to  be  repeated  only 


twice.  If  drainage  still  exceeds  one  half  (V4) 
fluid  ounce  of  fuel  then  comply  with  Item  5. 
Item  5  is  maintenance  and  must  be  performed 
by  a  certified  mechanic. 

PartB 

This  part  applies  to  the  dted  Models  PA-30 
and  PA-39  aircraft 

If  the  airplane  has  been  exposed  to  below 
freezing  temperatures,  compliance  is  reqtiired 
prior  to  the  first  flight  of  the  day  and  after 
each  refueling  operation. 

To  eliminate  water  contamination  of  the 
aircraft  fuel  supply,  accomplish  a  check  in 
accordance  with  Uie  Instructions  paragraph 
of  Piper  Service  Letter  851,  Part  B.  Item  2a 
and  2b  or  an  approved  equivalent  check. 

PartC 

This  part  applies  to  the  dted  Model  PA-24- 
400  aircraft 

If  the  airplane  has  been  exposed  to  below 
freezing  temperatures,  compliance  is  required 
prior  to  the  ^t  flight  of  the  day  and  after 
each  refueling  operation. 

To  eliminate  water  contamination  of  the 
aircraft  fuel  supply,  accomplish  a  check  in 
accordance  with  the  Instructions  paragraph 
in  Piper  Service  Letter  No.  851,  Part  C  Item 
2a  or  an  approved  equivalent  check. 

Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data 
through  an  FAA  maintenance  inspector,  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  RagioB.  mey  aa)uet  the 
repetitiTs  intervals.  The  ^ecks  requk^  by 
this  AD  may  be  perfacmed  by  the  pilot 

Equivale^  diecks,  iaspeotiaas.  ead 
■elntenance  amst  be  approved  by  Chiet 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA, 
Eastern  Region. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is  effective 
June  19, 1979. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423;  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  49  U.S.C.  1655(c);  and  14 
CFR  11.89.) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  June  5, 
1979. 

L  J.  CardinaU, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1S4SS  Pihd  S-U-7V.  8:46  am] 

MUJNQ  CODE  4ei0-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-34) 

Designation  of  Alternate  Airway 
Segment 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  designates 
V-211W,  an  alternate  airway  segment 
between  Durango  and  Cortez.  Colorado. 
This  airway  provides  an  additional 
arrival  and  departure  route  for  Durango 
to  help  reduce  the  congestion  at  this 
location. 


EFFECnvE  DATi:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Ainpace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  428-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

History 

On  March  19, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aidation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to 
designate  an  east  alternate  segment  to 
V-B5  between  Durango  and  Gunnison, 
Colorado  (44  FR 16439).  Also  a  west 
alternate  segment  to  V-211  between 
Durango  and  Cortez.  Since  that  time  it 
has  been  determined  that  the  proposed 
segment  of  V-95E  could  not  be  lued  at 
the  desired  altittides.  For  this  reason  V- 
95  will  not  be  changed  at  tlds  time.  With 
this  exception,  this  amendment  is  the 
same  as  proposed  in  the  notice. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  The  only  commsot 
reodved  expressed  no  objection.  Seotioa 
71.123  of  Pail  71  was  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1979  (44 
FR  307).  • 

Rifle 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  adds  a 
west  alternate  segment  to  V-211  from 
Durango,'  Colorado  to  Cortez,  Colorado, 
via  the  INT  of  Durango  249*T  (235*M) 
and  the  Cortez  150^  (136*M)  radials. 

Adoption  of  die  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

S  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  307]  is  amended, 
effective  0901  Gjn.t.  August  9, 1979  as 
follows: 

Under  V-211  all  after  “Cortez, 
Colorado,  115*  radials;“  is  deleted  and 
“to  Cortez,  including  a  W  alternate  via 
INT  Durango  249*  and  Cortez  150* 
radials.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  detennined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an* 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
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action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  June  7. 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  7»-lS4aS  FUed  6-1S-79;  ftW  affl) 

SaJJNO  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-EA-171 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Reporting  Points 

aoency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  In  a  rule  published  in  the 
Federal  Rejpster  of  June  4, 1979,  Volume 
44.  page  31944,  the  effective  date  of 
August  9. 1979,  is  incorrect  and  is  hereby 
changed  to  October  4, 1979,  because  of 
technical  problems  encountered  in  the 
installation  process  for  the  Calverton, 
N.Y.,  VORTAC. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  14, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230). 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591: 
telephone:  (202)  428-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FR  DoC. 
79-17237  was  published  on  June  4, 1979, 
(44  FR  31944)  with  an  effective  date  of 
August  9, 1979,  and  alters  several 
airways  and  a  reporting  point  caused  by 
the  relocation  of  the  Riverhead,  N.Y. 
VORTAC  to  Calverton,  N.Y.  Technical 
problems  arising  from  this  relocation 
will  not  be  resolved  in  time  to  flight 
check  and  commission  the  navigation 
aid  prior  to  August  9, 1979.  For  tiiis 
reason  the  effective  date  of  this  action  is 
changed  to  October  4, 1979. 

Adoption  of  the  Correction 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

FR  Doc.  79-17237  as  published  on  June  4. 
1979,  page  31944,  is  amended  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
as  follows:  In  the  “EFFECTIVE  DATE" 
and  in  the  “Adoption  of  the 
Amendment”  “August  9, 1979."  is 
deleted  and  “October  4, 1979.”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C  134^a)  and  1354(a)):  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 


‘  Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
signihcant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimi  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jime  7, 1979. 
B.  Keldi  Potts, 

Acting  Chief  Airspace^  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc  7S-1S510  FUad  S-IS-TS;  8:46  am) 

MUJNO  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[AirspM*  Docket  No.  79-NE-1] 

Designation  of  Airway  Segments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  extends  V- 
151  eastward  from  Providence,  R.I.,  to 
Hyannis,  Mass.,  via  an  intersection 
northwest  of  Hyannis  on  V-141,  and 
extends  V-203  eastward  from  Norwich. 
Conn.,  to  Nantucket,  Mass.,  via  an 
intersection  southwest  of  Nantucket  on 
V-46.  This  action  reduces  the  congestion 
in  the  Hyannis  and  Nantucket  areas, 
additionally  flight  planning  and 
communication  time  are  reduced  by 
designating  two  new  routes  as  airways. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (ATT-230).  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 
.SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  7. 1979,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  extend 
V-151  eastward  from  Providence  to  the 
INT  of  Providence  079*T(094*M)  and 
Hyannis  318*T(333*M)  radials  and  to 
extend  V-203  southeastward  from 
Norwich  to  the  INT  of  Norwich 
120*T(134*M)  and  Nantucket 
255*T(270*M)  radials  (44  FR  26748). 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  The  comments 


received  expressed  no  objection  to  the 
proposal.  Since  this  action  involves,  in 
part,  the  designation  of  navigable 
airspace  outside  the  United  States,  the 
Administrator  has  consulted  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 
Section  71.123  of  Part  71  was 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1979,  (44  FR  307). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  adopts  the 
rule  as  proposed  and  adds  airway 
segments  to  V-151  and  V-203.  It  extends 
V-151  to  overlie  V-141  from  its 
described  intersection  to  Hyannis  and 
V-203  to  overlie  V-46 'from  its  described 
intersection  to  Nantucket.  By  extending 
these  airways  to  overlie  present  airways 
a  reduction  in  flight  plaiming  and 
communication  time  is  made  without 
adjusting  any  controlled  airspace. 
“Nantucket,  Mass.,  255*"  under  the 
proposed  amendment  in  the  notice 
should  have  been  “Nantucket,  Mass. 
255*”  the  same  as  the  proposal  in  the 
notice  and  is  corrected  herein.  With 
these  exceptions,  this  amendment  is  the 
same  as  initially  proposed. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  307)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

Under  V-151 

‘Trom  Providence,  R.L,”  is  deleted  and 
‘Trom  Hyannis,  Mass.,  via  INT  Hyannis 
318*  and  Providence,  R.L,  079’  radials; 
Providence;”  is  substituted  therefor. 
Under  V-203 

“From  Norwich,  Conn.,”  is  deleted  and 
“From  Nantucket,  Mass.,  via  INT 
Nantucket  255*  and  Norwich,  Conn.,  120* 
radials;  Norwich”  is  substituted  therefor. 
(Secs.  307(a).  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.a  1348(a), 
1354(a).  1510;  Executive  Order  10654  (24  FR 
9565);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Pr^dures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  r^ulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
ciurent  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluatioa 
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Adoption  of  die  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  die  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  die  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  amended 
effective  0901  G.m.t..  August  0.  as 
follows: 

By  amending  Subpart  G.  S  71.181  by 
designating  the  following  700'  and  1.200' 
transition  areas: 

New  Town.  Noidi  Dakota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700* 
above  the  surface  within  a  5>mile  radius  of 
the  New  Town  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
4r57'59"  N.,  longitude  102*28'36"  W.)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  142*  bearing 
from  the  New  Town  NDB  (latitude  4r5e'15" 
N..  longitude  102*28‘40"  W.)  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  to  the  8J  miles  southeast  of 
the  New  Town  NDB,  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200*  above  the 
surface  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Minot, 
North  Dakota  1.200'  transition  area  and 
longitude  102*00'00"  W..  on  the  south  and 
west  by  V71.  on  the  north  by  V430  excluding 
the  Williston,  North  Dakota  1,200'  transition 
area. 

(Sec  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C 
16^c):  14  CFR  11.89). 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  r^ulatory  action  involves  and 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  «^ch  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimi  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Aurora,  CoIom  on  June  4, 1979. 
M.M.  Martin, 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

(FR  Doc  7S—U483  PIM  S-IS-TB;  8:45  uni 
MLUNO  COOC  4eiO-1S-4S 

14  CFR  Part  71 


CFFBCnVE  OATi:  0901 G  Jii.t  August  9, 
1979. 

PON  PUNTNCN  MPONMATION  CONTACr. 

David  M.  Laschinger,  Operations. 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
*rraffic  Division,  ARKf-600,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010; 
telephone  (303)  837-3937. 
SUPPLEMENTANY  INFONMATION: 

History 

On  April  19, 1979,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment,  A  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (NPRM)  to  establish  a  TOO* 
and  a  1,200'  transition  area  at  Watford 
City.  North  Dakota  (44  FR  23259).  No 
objections  were  received  in  response  to 
this  Notice. 

Rule 

This  Amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR’s)  establishes  a  TOO*  and  a  1,200' 
transition  area  at  Watford  City,  North 
Dakota.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  NDB  standard 
instrument  approach  procedure  to 
Watford  City  Municipal  Airport, 
Watford  City.  North  Dakota. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this 
document  are  David  M.  Laschinger. 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and  Daniel 
).  Peterson,  office  of  Regional  Counsel. 

Adc^tion  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  amended 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

By  amending  Subpart  G.  §  71.181  by 
designating  the  following  TOO*  and  1,200' 
transition  areas: 


iMosd  in  Wsshington,  D.C.  on  June  7, 1979 
B.Kaith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief.  Airepoce  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Dee.  m-lHU  FM  8-U-79: 8948  ami 
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14CFRPArt71 

(Airspoce  Docket  Na  7B-RM-11] 

Establishment  of  Transition  Areas 

AOENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),' DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  Amendment  establishes 
a  TOO*  and  a  1,200*  transition  area  at 
New  Town,  North  Dakota  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  nondirectional  radio 
beacon  (^B)  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  developed  for  the 
New  Town  Municipal  Airport,  New 
Town.  North  Datota. 

EFFCCnVE  DATE:  0901  Gjn.t  August  9. 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  M.  Laschinger,  Operations. 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch  Air, 
Traffic  Division,  ARM-500.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Rocky 
Mountain  Region,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010; 
telephone  (303)  837-3937. 

SUFFtEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History  • 

On  April  19, 1979,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (NPRM)  to  establish  a  700* 
and  a  1,200'  transition  area  at  New 
Town,  North  Dakota  (44  FR  23260).  No 
objections  were  received  in  response  to 
this  Notice. 

Rule 

This  Amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR’s)  establishes  a  700*  and  a  1,200* 
transition  area  at  New  Town,  North 
Dakota.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  NDB  standard . 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  New 
Town  Municipal  Airport  New  Town, 
North  Dakota. 

Drafting  Information 

The  prindpal  authors  of  this  x 
document  are  David  M.  Laschinger, 
Operations.  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  and  Daniel 
).  Peterson,  office  of  Regional  Counsel. 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-RM-09] 

Establishment  of  Transition  Areas 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  Amendment  establishes 
a  700*  and  a  1,200'  transition  area  at 
Watford  City,  North  Dakota  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  nondirectionai  radio 
beacon  (NDB)  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  developed  for  the 
Watford  City  Municipal  Ai^it, 
Watford  City,  North  Dakota. 


Watford  Qty,  North  Dakota 
'That  airspace  extending  upward  from  TOO* 
above  the  surface  within  a  5.S-niile  radius  of 
the  Watford  City  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
4r4r58"  N.,  longitude  103*15'24"  W.)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  tl^  303*  bearing 
from  foe  Watford  City  NDB  (latitude 
4r47'58"  N.,  longitude  103*15'09"  W.) 
extending  from  foe  5.5-mile  radius  to  foe  8.5 
miles  northwest  of  foe  Watford  City  NDB, 
and  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200' 
above  foe  surface  bounded  on  foe  south  by 
latitude  47*30'00"  N.,  on  the  west  and 
northwest  by  V405E,  on  foe  northeast  and 
east  by  V71  axduding  Williskm,  N<nfo 
Dakota,  1,200'  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  (49  U.S.C  lS48(a)):  sec.  e(c), 
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Department  of  Transportation  Act  (4B  U.S.C 
ie55(c));  and  14  CPR  11.6^ 

Note. — ^Tlie  PAA  has  determined  that  diis 
document  involves  a  regulation  whidi  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
incremented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Polidea  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034:  February  2flc  1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  fligH  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  prepenation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluatioa. 

Issued  in  Aurora.  Colo.,  on  June  4. 1979. 
M.M.  Martin, 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  TS-ISO*  Piled  6-13-7S;  ft4S  em] 

BtLUNQ  CODE  4ei0-1*4t 


14CFRP«rt71 

[AiraiMce  Dochal  Na  7t-AL-7] 

Revocation  of  Annette  Island,  Alaska, 
CoidrolZone 

aqcncy:  Federal  Aviation  * 

Administration  (FAA)  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  revokes  the 
AnnetteTsland,  Alaska,  control  zone. 
Revocation  of  die  control  zone  will 
allow  more  efficient  use  of  the  airspace. 
The  requirement  for  the  control  zone  no 
longer  exists.  The  700-foot  transition 
area  within  a  14-mile  radius  of  Annette 
Island  VCWTAC  shall  remain  in  effect  to 
protect  a  special  instrummt  approach 
procedure  which  utilizes  the  Annette 
Island  VCMtTAC  to  Ketdiikan  airport. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0001  G.m.L.  August  9, 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACR 
Jerry  M.  Wyhe,  Opuatioiis,  Procedures, 
and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  14, 701 C 
Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513, 
telephone  907-271-5003. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  RIFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  to  {  71.171  of 
Part  71  die  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  to  revdee 
die  Annette  Island,  Alariia,  control 
zone.  The  Annette  Island,  Alaska, 
control  zone  was  last  described  m 
S  71.171  of  die  Federal  Aviatkm 
Regulations  (44  FR  3S3)  on  January  2. 
1970.  All  prescribed  instrument 
approach  procedures  to  Annette  Mand 
have  been  canceled  and  there  is  no 
longer  a  control  tower  in  operation  at 
the  airport  Consequently,  ^ 
requirement  far  a  control  zone  no  longCT 
exists.  The  FAA  believes  Aat 


revocation  of  the  control  zone  will  allow 
more  efficient  use  of  this  airspace.  The 
aforementioned  action  will  reduce  the 
constraints  and  impact  on  the  puUic  in 
the  affect^  airspace.  Therefore,  1  find 
diat  notice  imd  public  procedure  thereon 
are  not  necessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  tiie  Administrator. 

§  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CPR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  353)  is  amended  by 
revoking  the  Annette  Island  control 
zone. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  19S8  (49 
U.S.C.  13^a));  sec.  e(c),  Depeutment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655[cl):  and  14 
CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  whidi  is  not 
signiHcant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  hy  DOT  Regulatory  PoHdes  and 
Pr^dures  (44  FR  1134,  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  ^dy  of  teclmical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  opwationally 
current  and  promote  safe  fli^  operations, 
and  antidpated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regnlatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Anchorage,  Alaska,  on  June  1. 
1979. 

Robert  L.  FSldi. 

Director,  Alaskan  Region. 

(FK  Doc  7S-18485  Filed  e-13-79;  8:45  aa) 

KLUNO  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspacu  Doefcut  Na  78-60-7t] 

Aftomatlon  of  VOR  Federal  Airway 

AOENCV:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  realigns 
Victor  airway  V-159  in  the  vicinity  of 
Fort  Lauderdale,  Florida.  Thia  action 
provides  an  alternate  route  for  traffic 
between  Fort  Lauderdale  and  Vero 
Beach,  Florida  and  increases  efficient 
use  of  the  airqiace  reducing 

congestion  fa  the  Pehn  Beadi,  Florida, 
area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATK  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace 
Reg^tions  Branch  (AAT-230). 
Ai^ace  and  Air  Ttafflc  Rules  Division, 
Air  TYaffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW„  Washington.  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Histoty 

On  March  29. 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  realign  a 
segment  of  V-159  between  Fort 
Lauderdale  and  Vero  Beach,  Florida  to 
provide  for  more  efficient  use  of  the 
airspace  (44  FR  18688).  Interested 
peiaons  were  invited  to  participate  in 
the  rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to 
FAA.  No  objections  were  received.  This 
amendment  is  that  proposed  in  the 
notice.  Sul^iart  C  cA  Part  71  was 
republished  fa  the  Federal  Begistsr  on 
January  2, 1979  (44  FR  307). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  tlie 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  realigns  a  segment  of  V-159 
between  Fort  Lauderdale  and  Vero 
Beach,  Florida.  The  realignment 
provides  more  flexibility  for  traffic 
operations  fa  the  area  and  reduces  the 
potential  for  traffic  congestion  in  the 
Palm  Beach.  Florida  area  This  action 
improves  ATC  services  and  provides  for 
more  efficient  use  of  tiie  airspace 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Acccurdin^,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  tiie  Federal  Aviation 
Regulatims  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
repubhsked  (44  FR  307)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t,  August  9, 1979.  as 
follows: 

Under  V-159— “Fhim  Miami.  Fla.,  INT 
Miami  337*  and  Palm  Beach.  Fla«  2Z2* 
radials:  Palm  Beach:  INT  Palm  Beach  32B* 
and  Vero  Beach,  Fla..  178*  radials;  Vero 
Beach;"  ia  deleted  and  "From  Fort 
Lauderdale.  Fla.,  via  Fort  Lauderdale  339* 
and  Vero  Beach,  Fla.,  178*  radials;  Vero 
Beach;’*  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U&C  1348(a).  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c).  Department  ofTranaportstion  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.86). 

Note^The  PAA  has  determined  that  tills 
document  involvee  a  regalation  wUefa  ie  not 
significant  under  Executive  Older  12044.  ai 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulstofy  Policies  and 
Prooeduies  (44  FR  11034;  Febiuaiy  38k  197^ 
Since  this  isgulatoiy  action  invoivee  an 
established  body  of  techaical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  mfailmul  that  this 
action  doM  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatoiy  evaluatioa 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  June  7, 1970. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

pH  Doc.  7»-lS4a2  POmI  S-1S-7B;  S:4S  am] 
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14CFRPart71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-AL-51 

Rescission  of  Reporting  Point 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  rescinds 
HAPIT  as  a  compulsory  reporting  point 
at  the  intersection  of  bearings  from 
Ocean  Cape.  Alaska,  Nondirectional 
Radio  Beacon  (NDB)  and  Cape  Spencer, 
Alaska,  NDB.  This  action  relieves  pilots 
of  the  responsibility  of  reporting  at  this 
position  without  being  asked  to  do  so  by 
air  traffic  control.  This  action  also  helps 
to  simplify  chart  depiction. 

EFFEdiVE  date:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230]. 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part  71  is 
to  rescind  the  HAPIT  reporting  point  in 
Alaska.  This  action  wvill  relieve  a  burden 
on  pilots  using  Amber  1  and  Blue  37 
airways  who  have  been  required  to 
report  their  position  at  this  location 
without  being  asked  to  do  so.  Because 
this  action  merely  rescinds  a  reporting 
point  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  current  air  traffic 
control  procedures  without  altering  any 
route  structure  or  designated  airspace,  it 
is  a  minor  matter  on  which  the  public 
would  have  no  particular  desire  to 
comment.  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  be  by  the  Administrator, 
i  71.211  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  650)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  GAIT.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

HAPIT:  title  and  text  is  deleted. 

(Sees.  307(a),  and  S18(e),  Federal  Aviatioa 
Act  of  1968  (40  US.C  lS48(a)  and  1864(a)); 
sec.  e(c).  Dq>artinent  of  TranepOTtation  Act 
(40  UA.C  1656(c));  and  14  CFR  11.89). 


Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
•ignificant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  fli^t  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

pH  Doc.  7S-ia497  FlUd  6-13-79;  SM  un] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-RII-05] 

Establishment  of  Transition  Areas 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  This  amendment  establishes 
a  700'  and  1,200'  transition  area  at 
Hettinger,  North  Dakota  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  the  new  nondirectional  radio 
beacon  (NDB)  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  developed  for  the 
Hettinger  Municipal  Airport,  Hettinger, 
North  Dakota. 

EFFECIIVE  date:  0901  G.m.t,  August  9. 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Pruett  B.  Helm,  Operations,  Procedures 
and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  'Traffic 
Division,  ARM-500,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  10455  East  25ffi  Avenue,  Aurora. 
Colorado  80010;  telephone  (303)  837- 
3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  Monday,  March  19, 1979,  the  FAA 
published  for  comment  (44  FR  10438)  a 
proposal  to  establish  a  700*  and  1,200' 
transition  area  at  Hettinger,  North 
Dakota.  In  the  NPRM,  it  was  noted  that 
a  typographical  error  was  made  in  the 
description  of  the  700*  transition  area.  In 
the  fourth  line  it  showed  the  132* 
bearing;  this  should  read  the  157* 
bearing.  This  error  was  considered 
minor  and  is  ooirected  in  ffie  final  nila. 
The  only  comment  received  was  from 
W.  L  Mercy  of  the  Experimental 
Aircraft  Asisociatioa  (EAA),  Rocky 
Mountain  Region  Chapter  301,  objecting 
to  the  following: 


a.  The  proposed  1,200'  transition  area 
could  restrict  VFR  traffic  and  force  VFR 
traffic  to  fly  at  relatively  unsafe 
altitudes. 

b.  Off-airway  IFR  operations  at  large 
distances  from  an  IFR  airport  as  low  as 
1,500'  AGL  is  unduly  haz^ous  and 
creates  an  excessive  area  which  must  be 
monitored  by  ATC 

c.  The  1,200'  transition  area  is 
excessive  in  size. 

In  consideration  of  the  objections  by  W. 
L  Marcy  of  the  EAA,  Rocky  Mountain 
Chapter  301,  is  was  disclosed  that 

a.  VFR  aircraft  are  not  restricted  from 
controlled  airspace  as  they  can  operate 
in  controlled  airspace  in  accordance 
with  FAR  91.105.  Additionally,  the 
establishment  of  controlled  airspace 
with  its  increased  meteorological 
requirements  will  enhance  aviation  by 
virtue  of  enabling  the  air  traffic  control 
system  to  provide  separation  and 
enhance  the  pilot's  responsibility  when 
meterorological  conditions  permit,  to  see 
and  avoid  other  traffic,  terrain,  or  other 
obstacles,  regardless  of  type  of  flight 
plan  and  whether  or  not  under  control  of 
radar  facility. 

b.  The  minimum  obstruction  clearance 
altitude  (MOCA)  is  1,000'  above  the 
highest  obstacle  within  a  horizontal 
distance  of  5  statue  miles  from  the 
course  to  be  flown.  The  1,200'  transition 
floor  is  designed  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  to  assure  air  safety  and  allow 
flexibility  to  utilize  all  available 
airspace  for  all  traffic  control  purposes. 

c.  The  1,200'  transition  area  was 
designed  to  give  the  air  traffic  control 
system  the  flexibility  to  allow  the  IFR 
pilot  to  transition  from  the  surrounding 
en  route  structure  and  navigational  aids 
for  expeditious  routing  and  fuel 
economy  to  execute  the  new  NDB 
standard  instrument  approach 
procedure  developed  for  Hettinger 
Municipal  Airport,  Hettinger.  North 
Dakota. 

Rule 

This  amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  regulations  (FAR’s) 
establishes  TOO'  and  1,200'  transition 
areas  at  Hettinger.  North  Dakota  to 
provide  controUed  airspace  for  aircraft 
transitioning  from  the  existing  en  route 
structure,  navigational  aids  to  execute 
the  new  NDB  standard  instument 
approach  procedure  developed  for  the 
Hettinger  Municipal  Airport,  Hettinger, 
Nordi  Dakota. 

Dialtiiig  Infocnktion 

The  principal  authors  of  this 
document  are  Pruett  B.  Helm, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
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Branch,  Air  TVaffic  Dhriaion.  and  Daniel 
J.  Peterson.  Office  of  Regional  Counsel. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordin^y,  punaant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Fed^al  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is  amended 
effective  0901  G.m.t,  August  9, 1979^  as 
follows: 

By  amending  Subpart  G,  {  71.181  to 
establish  the  following  transition  area  to 
read: 

Hettiiiger,  Nocdi  Dakota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700* 
above  the  surface  within  a  5.5  mile  radius  of 
the  Hettinger  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
46*00'48"  N..  longitude  102*39'(Xr  W.},  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  157*  bearing 
from  die  Hettinger  NDB  (latitude  46*00W'  N., 
longitude  102*38'55‘'  W.)  extending  from  the 
5.5  mile  radine  aree  to  &5  miles  southeast  of 
the  Hettinger  NDB.  and  dmt  airspace 
extending  upwmd  ham  UtOOf  above  die 
surface  bounded  oo  the  north  by  V-2,  on  the 
east  by  V-lOO.  on  the  south  by  V-120,  and  on 
the  west  by  the  Bowman.  North  Dakota  1.200' 
transition  area  excluding  the  Bismaik,  North 
Dakota  1.200'  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348  (a));  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportatioa  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c);  and  14 
CFR  11.60). 

Note.— The  PAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Kcecutive  Order  12044.  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11094;  PChmary  26, 1979). 
Since  this  r^pdatory  action  involves  an 
established  ^dy  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  tills 
action  dom  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evahution. 

Issued  in  Aurora,  Colo.,  on  June  5, 1979. 
M.M.hfartiii. 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  TS-ISSW  Filed  S-13-79;  am] 

BILLWQ  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

{Airapm:*  Dedwl  No;  7fr-mi-20] 

Establishment  and  AtteraUon  of 
Transition  Areas 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)^  DOT. 

AcnoM:  Fmal  rale. 

SUMMANV:  This  Amendment  altera  the 
existing  700'  transition  area  and 
establishes  a  1.200'  transition  area  at 
Moab,  Utah  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  the  new 
VOR/DME  Runway  33  atand^ 
instrument  approach  prooedare 


developed  for  Canyoidanda  Field 
Airport.  Moab,  Ut^  and  additional  . 
controlled  airspace  for  air  traffic  control 
porposes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0001  GMT  August  9. 
1979. 

FOR  FURTNEft  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  M.  Laschinger,  Operatons, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division  ARM-500,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  Rocky 
Mountaio  Region,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010; 
telephone  (303)  837-3937. 
SUPPLEMENTART  MFORMATION: 

History 

On  March  28, 1979,  the  FAA  published 
for  comment  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  (NPRM)  to  alter  die  TOO' 
transition  area  and  establish  a  1,200' 
transition  area  at  Moab.  Utah.  TWo 
letters  of  oblection  were  received  as  a 
lesuh  of  this  circular.  The  United  States 
Air  Force  objected  to  die  proposal  based 
upon  potential  effect  on  notary  training 
routes.  However,  subsequent 
coordination  resulted  in  the  wididrawal 
of  their  objection.  W.  L.  Marcy  from  the 
Experimental  Aircraft  Association 
(EAA),  Chapter  301,  objected  to  the 
proposal  contending  the  following; 

a.  The  71X7  transition  area  as  proposed 
is  much  larger  than  it  needs  to  be. 

b.  Whh  the  establfshment  of  a  1,200' 
transition  area,  VFR  traffic  attempting  to 
traverse  this  region  in  IFR  cooditUHis, 
and  therefore  flying  at  1,200'  AGL  or 
less,  win  be  constrained  to  fly  circuitous 
routes  along  canyons  and  washes,  and 
dangerously  near  peaks  and  ridges 
which  are  often  awash  with  severe  up 
and  downdrafts. 

c.  The  FAA  should  amsider  the 
number  of  IFR  flints  per  year 
anticipated  at  Canyonlands  Field,  the 
percentage  of  that  number  that  may 
require  the  use  of  off-airway  contr^ed 
airspace  for  holding  purposes,  tiie 
number  of  VFR  (q;>eratk)iis  per  year  at 
aU  five  airports  within  this  area,  and  the 
number  of  those  qMratiana  that  can  be 
eiqiected  to  be  rerouted,  curtailed,  at 
canceled  by  being  forced  to  aw^ 
contrc^ed  airspace  in  IFR  conditk»a 

d.  The  1,200'  transitioa  area  should  be 
reduced  and  changed  to  a  level  floor 
zone  appn^iriate  to  tiie  needs  of  IFR 
fli^t  and  ti»  abflity  of  the  ATC  radar 
system  to  monitor  ft 

In  consideration  of  tiie  objections  of  Mr. 
Marcy  it  was  dBsclosed: 

a.  The  proposed  700^  transitioa  area 
was  designed  to  contain  aniving  IFR 
operations  below  1,500  feet  above  the 
surface  and  depart^  IFR  operations 
until  they  reach  1,200  feet  above  the 


surface.  'Therefore,  the  size  is  deemed 
appropriate. 

b.  liie  estaUishment  of  controlled 
airspace,  witii  its  increased 
meteorological  requirements,  will 
enhance  aviation  safety  by  virtue  of 
enabHng  the  air  traffic  control  system  to 
provide  separation  and  enhance  tiie 
pilot's  responsibility  when 
meteorological  conditions  permit,  to  see 
and  avoid  other  traffic,  terram  or  other 
obstacles,  regardless  of  type  of  flight 
plan  and  whether  or  not  under  control  of 
a  radar  fecility. 

c.  The  minimum  obstruction  clearance 
altitude  (MOCA)  is  1,00(7  above  tiie 
hipest  obstacle  witiiin  a  horizontal 
distance  of  5  statute  miles  from  the 
course  to  be  flown.  The  1,200'  transition 
floor  is  consistent  with  FAA  policy  to 
provide  controlled  air^iace  to  assure  air 
safety  and  allow  flexibility  to  utilize  all 
available  airspace  for  air  traffic  control 
purposes. 

Rule 

This  amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  aviation  Regulations 
(FAR’s)  alters  the  700'  transition  area 
and  estabhahea  a  IJUKf  transition  area 
at  Moab,  Utah.  This  action  is  necessary 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  the  new  VOR/U^ 
Runway  33  standard  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  Canyonlands 
Field  Airport,  Moab,  Utah  and 
addition^  controlled  airspace  for  air 
traffic  control  purposes. 

Drafting  frifbiniation 

The  principal  authors  of  this 
document  are  David  M.  Laschinger. 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Ainqiace 
Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division,  and  Daniel 
).  Peterson,  office  of  Regional  Counsel 

Adoption  of  tiie  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71  is  amended 
effective  0901  G.M.T.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

By  amending  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  by 
designating  tiie  f(^wing  70(7  and  1,200' 
transition  areas; 

Moab,  Utah 

That  airspsoe  extending  upward  from  70(7 
above  die  surface  within  a  10  mile  radlas  of 
the  Canyonlanda  Field  Airport.  Moab,  Utah 
(latituda  39*4S'343"N..  loi^tuda  109*44'4ai" 
W.)  and  within  7  miles  northeast  and  10  miles 
southwest  of  the  Moab  VOR  (latitu^ 
38*4S’23''  N,  longitude  108*44  55''  W.)  301* 
radial  extending  from  die  10  mile  ra^us  area 
to  18.5  railea  norAwest  of  Moab.  Utah;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  fipom  IjiOO' 
above  die  auiCKe  boundad  on  the  Borib  by 
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V-134,  on  the  east  by  V-187W.  on  the  south 
by  V-244  and  on  the  west  by  V-20e. 
excluding  the  Price.  Utah  and  Grand  Junction. 
Colorado  transition  areas  and  all  Federal 
airways. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C  13M(a));  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.G  1655(c)):  and  14 
CFR  11.69). 

Notev— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
signiGcant  under  Executive  Order  12044.  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26. 1979). 
Since  this  r^ulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Aurora.  Colo.,  on  June  4. 1979. 

MM.  Martin, 

Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

pH  Doc.  7S-18S01  Filed  S-IS-TB;  a4S  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

(Alrapaca  Docket  Ntimbor  79-CE-7] 

Designation  of  Transition  Area— 
Emmetsburg,  iowa 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  designate  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Emmetsbiug,  Iowa,  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Emmetsburg.  Iowa 
Airport  based  on  the  Non-Directional 
Radio  Beacon  (NDB),  a  navigational  aid 
being  installed  on  the  airport.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  ensure 
segregation  of  aircraft  using  the  new 
approach  procedure  imder  Instrument 
Fli^t  Rules  (IFR)  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  Visual  Flight  Rules 
(VFR). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dwaine  E.  Hiland.  Airspace  Specialist 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division.  ACE-537, 
FAA,  Central  Re^on,  601  East  12th 
Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
telephone  (816)  374-3408. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  An 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Emmetsburg,  Iowa  Aiiport  is  being 
established  based  on  a  Non-Directional 
Radio  Beacon  (NDB),  a  navigational  aid 
being  installed  on  the  airport  This  radio 
facility  provides  new  navigational 


guidance  for  aircraft  utilizing  the  airport 
The  establishment  of  an  instrument 
approach  procedure  based  on  this 
approach  aid  entails  the  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Emmetsburg,  Iowa,  at 
an  above  700  feet  above  the  ground 
(AGL)  within  which  aircraft  are 
provided  air  traffic  control  service.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  ensure 
segregation  of  aircraft  using  the  new 
approach  procedure  under  Instnunent 
Fh^t  Rules  (IFR)  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  Visual  Flight  Rules 
(VFR). 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On'pages  21815  and  21816  of  the 
Feder^  Register  dated  April  12, 1979, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  which  would  amend  §  71.181  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  so  as  to  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Emmetsburg,  Iowa. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  this  rule  making 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  objections  were  received  as  a  result 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G,  S  71.181  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  71.181)  as  republished  on  January  2, 
1979,  (44  FR  442),  is  amended  effective 
0901  G.M.T.  August  9, 1979,  by  adding 
the  following  new  transition  area: 

Emmetsburg,  Iowa 

That  airspace  extending  upward-from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Emmetsburg  Airport  (latitude  43*06'12" 
N..  longitude  94*42'24"  W.)  and  within  3  miles 
each  side  of  the  121*  bearing  from  the 
Emmetsburg  NDB  (latitude  43*0e'04" 
longitude  94*42'25"  W.).  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  814  miles  southeast  of  the 
airport  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the 
328*  bearing  from  the  Emmetsburg  NDB 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  814 
miles  northwest  of  the  airport 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C  1348);  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  sec.  11.09  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.69)). 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26. 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
antidpated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  ttiis 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluafrotL 


Issued  in  Kansas  City.  Missouri,  on  June  1, 
1979. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director.  Central  Region. 

IFR  Doc.  7»-ia802  FIM  t-18-79;  8:46  am] 
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14  era  Part  71 

[Airspaca  Docket  No.  79-WA-7] 

Designation  of  Federai  Airways 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  designates  a 
very  short  segment  of  a  Canadian 
airway  V367  for  a  distance  of  less  than  5 
miles  from  the  International  Falls. 
Minnesota,  VORTAC  to  the  U.S./ 
Canadian  boundary  on  a  direct  radial  to 
the  Sioux  Lookout,  Ontario,  radio 
beacon.  This  action  would  help  to 
provide  air  traffic  services,  published 
radial/bearing  and  minimum  altitudes 
on  a  route  that  is  presently  being  used 
without  these  advantages. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230). 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Adbiinistration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part  71  is 
to  designate  the  United  States  segment 
of  Cemadian  airway  V-367  between 
International  Falls  and  Sioux  Lookout  as 
requested  by  the  Canadian  Government. 
This  segment  of  airway  is  relatively 
short  and  is  in  an  area  that  is  presently 
designated  as  controlled  airspace  in  Part 
71;  therefore,  this  action  will  add  no  new 
controlled  airspace.  Thus,  it  is  a  minor 
matter  on  whi^  the  public  would  have 
no  particidar  desire  to  comment 
Therefore,  notice  and  public  procedure 
are  unnecessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  puirsuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  30^  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t,  August  9, 1979  by 
adding  the  following: 

“V-367  From  Internationa!  Falls,  Minnesota, 

to  Sioux  Lookout  Ontario,  ranaHn, 

excluding  the  portion  within  Canada.” 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.G  1348(a)  and  1354(a)): 
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sec.  e(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C  18S5(c));  and  14  CFR  11.89). 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034:  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
ciurent  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

issued  in  Washingtoa  D.C.,  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keidi  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

PK  Doc  7S-ia603  FiM  S-lS-79;  8:45  am] 
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.  14CFRPart71 
[AIrspacs  Docfcst  No.  78-EA-74] 
Designation  of  Trmsition  Area 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  designates 
the  Stone  Harbor,  N.J„  transition  area. 
This  action  lowers  the  floor  of 
controlled  airspace  outside  the  United 
States  to  permit  a  lower  minimum  en 
route  altitude  to  accommodate 
helicopter  activity  to  and  .from  oil  rig 
sites  east  of  the  state  of  New  Jersey. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  May  3, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to 
designate  a  Stone  Harbor,  N.J., 
transition  area  (44  FR  25865).  Tbis  action 
would  lower  the  floor  of  controlled 
airspace  from  2,000  feet  MSL  to  1,200 
feet  MSL  Such  action  would  permit  a 
reduction  in  the  available  minimum  en 
route  altitude  from  2,300  feet  MSL  to 
1,500  feet  MSL  to  accommodate  IFR 
helicopter  over  water  operations  to  and 
from  oil  rig  sites  east  of  the  state  of  New 
Jersey.  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written  * 


comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 

No  objections  were  received.  Section 
71.181  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Reg^ter  on  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  442). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  designates 
a  Stone  Harbor.  N.J..  transition  area  to 
lower  the  floor  of  controlled  airspace  to 
permit  a  reduction  in  minimum  en  route 
altitude  from  2,300  feet  MSL  to  1,500  feet 
MSL  This  reduction  would  permit  the 
use  of  lower  altitudes  to  accommodate 
IFR  helicopter  over  water  operations  to 
and  from  off-shore  oil  rig  sites. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  442)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.M.T.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

Under  {  71.181  add — ^*^tone  Harbor,  N.J. 
That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  MSL  b^^iming  at  Lat  39*10'00"  N.,  Long. 
74*40*00"  W.:  to  Lat  38*48*00"  N.,  Long. 
74*08*00**  W.;  to  UL  38*59*00**  N.,  Long. 
74*49*00*'  W4  to  point  of  beginning." 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C  1348(a). 
1354(a),  and  1510:  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
FR  9585):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C  ie55(c)):  and  14 
CFR  11.80). 

NotSv— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034:  February  28, 1979). 
Since  tlds  r^ulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, ' 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation.  / 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Krtth  Potts. 

Acting  Chief  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division, 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1SSM  Piled  fr-13-7S;  8:46  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspao*  Docket  Na  79-8W-3] 

ARamation  of  VOR  Federal  Airway  V- 
17 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  rescinds  a 
segment  of  V-17E  between  San  Antonio, 


Tex.,  and  Austin,  Tex.,  and  also 
establishes  a  standard  west  alternate 
(V-17W)  between  McAllen,  Tex.,  and 
Laredo,  Tex.  This  alternate  airway  helps 
to  expedite  the  movement  of  air  traffic 
northwest  of  McAllen.  V-17E  is  not  used 
north  of  San  Antonio. 

EFFECTIVE  DATK  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airapace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  'Traffic  Service.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Hbtory 

On  April  12, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to  rescind  a 
segment  of  V-17E  between  San  Antonio, 
and  Austin,  because  it  is  not  used  and 
designate  a  segment  of  V-17W  between 
McTUlen,  and  Laredo  to  help  expedite 
the  movement  of  air  traffic  northwest  of 
McAllen,  (44  FR  21614). 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  The  comments 
received  expressed  no  objection  to  the 
proposal.  Srotion  71.123  of  Part  71  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Re^ster  on 
January  2, 1979,  (44  FR  307). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  rescinds 
an  unused  segment  of  alternate  airway 
between  San  Antonio  and  Austin.  This 
will  help  to  reduce  chart  clutter  and 
possible  confusion  in  that  area.  This 
amendment  also  designates  a  new 
segment  of  alternate  airway  between 
McAllen  and  Laredo  to  help  reduce 
congestion  and  increase  air  traffic 
handling  capability  in  that  area. 

Ad(N>tioD  of  thejAmendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 

§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  307)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t,  August  9, 1979  as 
follows: 

Under  V-17  “Laredo,  Tex.:"  is  deleted  and 
"Laredo,  Tex.,  including  a  W  alternate:”  is 
substituted  therefor.  AIm,  "Austin,  including 
an  east  alternate  via  the  INT  of  San  Antonio 
058*  and  Austin  211*  radials,  and  also"  is 
deleted  and  "Austin,"  is  substituted  therefor. 
(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C  1348(a)  and  1354(a)):  sec. 
6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49* 
U.S.C  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69). 
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Note.— The  FAA  has  detennined  dut  thie 
document  involvee  a  regulation  whidi  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  28, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  6, 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

pv  Doc.  TS-ISSOS  FiM  S-13-7S;  at45  am] 

sajjNa  coos  4Sio-is4i 


14CFRPart71 

\ 

(AIrspacs  Docket  No.  79-GL-7] 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

aqency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

aunMARV:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  designate  controlled 
aktpaoe  near  Warroad,  KOnaaeota  to 
acooBunodate  a  new  instrument 
approach  into  Warroad  International 
Ai^rt  (Swede  Carlson  Field), 

Warroad,  Minnesota,  established  on  the 
basis  of  a  request  from  the  Warroad 
Airport  officials  to  provide  that  facility 
with  instrument  approach  capability. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694^500, 
Extension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  insure 
segregation  of  the  aircraft  using  this 
approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weather  conditions  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions.  The 
floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in  this 
area  will  be  lowered  from  1200'  above 
ground  to  700*  above  ground.  The 
development  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  necessitates  the  FAA  to 
lower  the  floor  of  the  controlled 
airspace  to  insure  that  the  procedure 
will  be  contained  within  controlled 
airspace.  The  minimum  descent  altitude  - 
for  this  procedure  may  be  established 
below  the  floor  of  the  700  foot  controlled 
airspace.  In  addition,  aeronautical  maps 
and  charts  will  reflect  the  area  of  the 
instrument  procedure  which  will  enable 


other  aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area 
in  order  to  comply  widi  applicable 
visual  flight  rule  requirements. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On  page  22471  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  16. 1979,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  published  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which 
would  amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Warroad, 
Minnesota.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  objections  were  received  as  a  result 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is 
amended,  effective  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

In  I  71.181  (44  FR  442),  the  following 
addition  should  be  made  to  the  existing 
Warroad,  kfinneaota  transitioD  area: 

WsMad,  MMdmoM 

That  airspaot  axtMufing  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6  statute  mile 
radius  (5.3  nautical  miles)  of  the  Warroad 
International,  Swede  Carlson  Field  (latitude 
48*65'15"N..  longitude  95*20'30"W.. 
estimated)  excluding  that  area  north  of 
latitude  49*  (Canadian  airspace)  and  within 
three'statute  miles  (2.5  nautical  miles)  each 
side  of  the  106*  true  bearing  from  the 
Warroad  International,  Swede  Carlson  Field, 
extending  from  the  six  statute  mile  (5.3 
nautical  miles)  radius  to  8.5  statute  miles  (7 
nautical  miles)  east  southeast  of  the  airport 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C  13^a));  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  sec. 
11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61).) 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  detennined  that  this  document 
involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044, 
as  implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  A  copy  of  the  final  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  document  is  contained 
in  the  docket.  A  copy  of  It  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Attention; 
Rules  Docket  Clerk  (AGL-7),  Docket  No. 
79-GL-7, 2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des 
Plaines.  Illinois  60018. 


Issued  in  Des  Baines.  Ill.,  on  June  8, 1979. 
Wayne  ).  Bariow, 

Actii^  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region.  . 

(FR  Dec.  79-iU2S  Fflad  S-IS-TS;  SM  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-GL-3] 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  designate  controlled 
airspace  near  Neilsville,  Wisconsin  to 
accommodate  a  new  non-directional 
beacon  (NDB)  Runway  27  instrument 
approach  into  Neilsville  Municipal 
Aiiport,  Neilsville,  Wisconsin, 
established  on  the  basis  of  a  request 
from  the  Neilsville  Airport  officials  to 
provide  that  facility  with  instrument 
approach  capability. 

EFFBCnVE  date:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  MPORMATTON  CONTACT: 
Doyle  W.  Hegland,  Airspaot  and 
Prootdurtt  Branch,  Air  Traffic  DivlsioR, 
AGL-530,  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region, 

2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018,  Telephone  (312)  694-4500, 
Extension  456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  insure 
segregation  of  the  aircraft  using  this 
approach  procedure  in  instrument 
weather  conditions  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  visual  conditions. 

The  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in 
this  area  will  be  lowered  frtim  1200’ 
above  ground  to  TOO*  above  ground.  The 
development  of  the  proposed  instrument 
procedures  necessitates  the  FAA  to 
lower  the  floor  of  the  controlled 
airspace  to  insure  that  the  procedure 
will  be  contained  within  controlled 
airspace.  The  minimum  descent  altitude 
for  this  procedure  may  be  established 
below  the  floor  of  the  700  foot  controlled 
airspace.  In  addition,  aeronautical  maps 
and  charts  will  reflect  the  area  of  the 
instrument  procedure  which  will  enable 
other  aircraft  to  circumnavigate  the  area 
in  order  to  comply  with  applicable 
visual  flight  rule  requirements. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On  page  20448  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  April  5, 1979,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  which  would 
amend  8  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  designate 
a  transition  area  at  Neilsville, 
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Wisconsin.  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 

No  objections  were  received  as  a  result 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is 
amended,  effective  August  9. 1979,  as 
follows: 

In  §  71.181  (44  FR  442),  the  following 
addition  should  be  made  to  the  existing 
NeUsville,  Wisconsin  transition  area: 

Neilsville,  WUconiin 
That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  five  (5)  mile 
radius  of  Neilsville  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  44*33'16"  N..  longitude  go*?0’43"  W.) 
and  within  three  (3)  miles  each  side  of  the 
092*  bearing  from  the  Neilsville  Airport, 
extending  from  the  five  (5)  mile  radius  area  to 
eight  (8)  miles  east  of  the  airport 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (47 
U.S.C.  13^a)):  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  . 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  165S(c)):  sec. 
11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  11.61)). 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document 
involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044, 
as  implemented  by  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  A  copy  of  the  ffnal  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  document  is  contained 
in  the  docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket  Clerk  (AGL-7),  Docket  No. 
79-GL-3. 2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des 
Plaines,  Illinois. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Dl.,  on  June  8, 1979. 
Wayne  J.  Barlow, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1S12S  Filed  6-13-79;  ftdS  am] 
mUJNQ  CODE  4S10-1S-M 

14  CFR  Parto  71, 73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-NW-2] 

Establishment  of  Temporaiy 
Restricted  Areas  and  Alteration  of 
Continental  Control  Area 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  amendments  establish 
temporary  joint  use  restricted  areas  in 
the  Yakima,  Wash.,  area  to  contain  a 
military  joint  readiness  exercise  called 


BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  This  action  provides 
for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of  tiie 
navigable  airspace  by  prohibiting 
unauthorized  flight  operations  of  ~ 
nonparticipating  aircraft  within  the 
temporary  restricted  areas  during  the 
hours  this  area  is  activated  August  16 
through  August  23, 1979. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  StiU,  Airspace  Regulations 
Brandi  (AAT-230),  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Divisioa  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence ' 
Avenue,  SWn  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-^25. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  April  23, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Parto  71  and  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parto  71 
and  73)  to  establish  Temporary 
Restricted  Areas  identified  as  R-6714A, 
R-6714B,  R-0714C,  R-6714D,  R-6714E, 
R-6714G  and  R-6714H  in  the  Fort 
Lewis/ Yakima,  Wash.,  area  to  contain  a 
milita^  joint  service  exerdse  known  as 
BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  Since  these 
restricted  areas  penetrate  the 
Continental  Control  Area,  they  are 
added  to  Subpart  D  of  Part  71  to  provide 
controlled  ainpace  for  the  duration  of 
their  designation  (44  FR  23877). 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  by 
submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  No  comments  were 
received.  Sections  71.151  dnd  73.67  were 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1979  (44  FR  344  and  716). 

The  Rule 

These  amendments  to  Parto  71  and  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
designate  Temporary  Restricted  Areas 
in  the  vicinity  of  Yakima,  Wash.,  to 
protect  nonparticipating  aircraft  during 
the  time  that  BRAVE  SHIELD  20 
readiness  exerdse  is  in  operation.  In 
addition,  the  airspace  at  above  14,500 
feet  MSL  within  these  Temporary 
Restricted  Areas  during  the  designated 
period  is  included  in  the  Continental 
Control  Area.  Headquarters  Tactical  Air 
Command  has  provided  certification 
that  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  has  been  met 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  D  of  Part  71  and  Subpart  B  of 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Parto  71  and  73)  as 
republished  (44  FR  344  and  716)  is 


amended,  eftctive  0901  G.M.T.,  August 

9. 1979  as  follows: 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

871.151  [Amended] 

Under  §  71.151  (44  FR  344)  the 
following  temporary  restricted  areas  are 
added  for  the  duration  of  their  time  of 
designation  from  0001  local  time  August 

16. 1979  to  2359  local  time  August  23, 

1979. 

R-6714E  BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  Wash. 

R-e714F  BRAVE  SHELD  20,  Wash. 

R-6714G  BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  Wash. 

R-6714H  BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  Wash. 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

873.67  [Amended] 

Under  8  73.67  (44  FR  716)  the 
following  temporary  restricted  areas  are 
added: 

R-6714E  BRAVE  SHIELD  20,  Wash. 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  LaL  46*37*00"  N.. 
Long.  120*20*00"  W.;  to  Ut  46*39*00"  N.. 
Long.  120*29*00**  W4  to  UL  46*45*00**  N.. 
Long.  120*38*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*56*00**  N., 
Ung.  120*31*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*59*00**  N.. 
Ung.  119*5r00**  W.;  to  Ut  46*54*30**  N., 
Ung.  120*15*00**  W.;  along  the  western 
boiuidary  of  R-6714A  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  200  feet  AGL  up  to  and 
induding  6.000  feet  MSL 
Time  of  designation.  Continuous,  0001  August 
16  to  2359,  local  time,  August  23, 1979. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  ^ 
Administration.  Seattle  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  U.S.  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command/USAF  Readiness  Command 
(TAC/USAFRED),  Langley  Air  Force  Base. 
Va.  23665. 

R-6714F  BRAVE  SHIELD  20,  Wash. 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Ut  46*59*00"  N.. 
Ung.  119*57*00**  W.;  to  Ut  46*58*00"  N^ 
Ung.  119*19*00**  W.;  to  Ut  46*52*00**  N, 
Ung.  119*15*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*49*00**  N.. 
Ung.  119*15*00**  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  15,000  feet  MSL  up  to 
and  including  FL  200. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous.  0001  August 
16  to  2359,  local  time,  August  23, 1979. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Seattle  ARTC  Center. 
Using  agency.  U.S.  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command/USAF  Readiness  Command 
(TAC/USAFRED),  Langley  Air  Force  Base. 
Va.  23665. 

R-6714G  BRAVE  SHIELD  20,  Wuh. 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Ut  46*54*30**  N., 
Ung.  120*15*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*59*00**  N., 
Ung.  119*5r00**  W4  to  Ut  46*49*00**  N., 
Ung.  119*15*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*46*00**  N., 
Ung.  119*15*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*46*00"  N.. 
Ung.  119*03*00**  W4  to  Ut  46*40*00*'  N.. 
Ung.  118*6r00**  W4  to  Ut  48*39*00**  N., 
Ung.  119*22*00"  W4  to  Ut  48*2r00**  N., 
Ung.  119*41*00"  W4  to  Ut  46*33*00"  N., 


/ 
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Long.  12tro0t)(r  W4  dwnoraloiu  the 
•outbem  boundaries  of  ltr€714C/B  and  the 
eastern  boundaries  of  R-8714B/A  to  the 
point  of  begtaming.  bat  exduding  the 
airspace  at  and  Mow  2,200  feet  MSL 
within  am  NM  radius  of  Vantage.  Wash,, 
Airport  and  «vithin  a  corridor  extending 
northward  from  the  airport  and  conforming 
to  the  boundaries  of  the  Columbia  River. 
Designated  altitudes.  200  feet  AGL  up  to  and 

including  FL  200.  _ 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous,  0001  August 
16  to  2359,  local  time,  August  23, 1979. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Seattle  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  U.S.  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command/USAF  Readiness  Command 
(TACA^SAFRED),  Langley  Air  Force  Base, 
Va.  23665. 

R-6714H  BRAVE  SHIELD  20.  Wash. 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat  46*27*00"  N., 
Lmig.  119*41*00"  W.;  to  Lat  46*39*00** 

Long.  119*22*00**  W.;  to  Lat  46*40*00**  N.. 
Long.  118*5r00'*  W.;  to  Lat  46*20*00**  N., 
Long.  119*15*00**  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  15,000  feet  MSL  to 
and  induding  FL  200. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous.  0001  August 
16  to  0001,  local  time,  August  n,  1979. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Seattle  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  U.S.  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command/USAF  Readiness  Command 
(TAC/USAFRED),  Langley  Air  Force  Base, 
Va.  23666. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U3.C  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
0(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (40 
U.S.G  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.66.) 

Note,— The  FAA  has  determine  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  28. 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  diis 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keitfa  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division 

im  Doc  TS-lSBll  PIM  S-tS-TSc  046  hb| 
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14  CFR  Parts  71, 73 

(Airspac*  Docket  No.  7S-EA-73] 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airways  and 
Restricted  Area 

AOINCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

Acnoic  Final  rule. _ 

tuaWAflY:  These  amendments  divide  the 
Warren  Grove,  N.]..  restricted  area  (R- 


S0(tt)  faito  five  areas  and  increase  the 
ovet^  restricted  airspace.  They  also 
alter  airways  to  bypass  or  exdnde  the 
restricted  areas.  These  actions  pomit 
greater  use  of  the  separate  areas  for 
military  and  nonmilitary  use. 

EPFECnVB  date:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FUllTHCfl  mPOmiATlON  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue.  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  420-3715. 
SUPPUEMCNTAIW  INFOftaiA'riON: 

History 

On  March  26. 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  73)  to  increase  the  size  of  the 
Warren  Grove.  N.J.,  restricted  area  and 
divide  it.  into  five  areas,  and  to  alter 
several  airways  to  bypass  or  exclude 
the  restricted  areas  (44  FR  18()43). 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  The  comments 
received  expressed  no  objection  to  the 
proposal  except  for  one  commentor  who 
objected  to  that  part  of  the  proposal  to_ 
e]q>and  R-^5(X)2B  over  a  sm^  pari  of  the 
Garden  State  Parkway  which  is 
occasionally  used  as  a  VFR  flyway. 
Action  is  taken  herein  to  reduce  the 
proposed  expaiuion  of  R-6002B  to  the 
extent  that  it  will  not  conflict  with  this 
flyway.  This  reduction  is  satisfactory  to 
the  objector  and  to  the  military 
proponent  This  rule  is  the  same  as  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (NmM] 
except  that  the  size  of  R-5(X)2B  is 
reduced  as  stated  above  and  the 
alteration  of  V-44  is  an  addition  of  a 
south  alternate  via  the  proposed  route 
’  rather  than  the  realigmnent  of  the 
present  airway  between  Atlantic  City 
and  Deer  Park.  Retention  of  the  present 
alignment  of  V-44  will  permit  the  use  of 
this  shorter  route  when  the  restricted 
areas  are  not  in  use.  Because  these 
changes  from  the  NPRM  merely  retain 
the  segment  of  V-44,  renumber  the  new 
segment  as  V-44S  and  reduce  the 
proposed  size  of  R-5002B,  they  are 
minor  matters  on  which  the  public 
would  have  no  particular  desire  to 
comment  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

1 71.123  of  Part  71  and  1 73.50  of  Part  73 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  307,  702)  and 
amended  (44  FR  1067). 

Since  these  actions  involve  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 


outside  the  United  States,  the 
Administrator  has  consulted  vrith  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  tiie  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  10854.  ■ 

The  Rule 

These  amendments  to  Parts  71  and  73 
of  die  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  alter 
the  Warren  Grove  restricted  area  by 
enlarging  it  and  dividing  it  into  five 
separate  areas  and  alter  V-44,  V-229, 

V-1,  V-16.  and  V-312  airways  to  bypass 
or  exclude  the  Warren  Grove  restricted 
areas.  Alignment  of  a  segment  of  V-44E 
via  the  INT  of  Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  065*T 
(066*M)  and  Deer  Park,  N.Y..  200*T 
(221*M)  radials  and  the  realignment  of  a 
segment  of  V-229  via  the  INT  of  Altantic 
City  055T  (0e5*M)  and  Kennedy,  N.Y., 
194*T  (205*M)  radials  cause  these 
airways  to  bypass  the  restricted  areas 
sufficiently  to  permit  their  simultaneous 
use.  Segments  of  these  airways  are 
reduced  slightly  in  width.  Dividing  the 
restricted  areas  {ho vide  for  a  greater  use 
of  the  airspace  by  permitting  different 
areas  (upper,  lower,  side  by  side)  to  be 
used  for  military  and  nonmilitary 
operation  at  the  same  time. 

Adoption  of  tiie  Amendmmit 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  die  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71  and  73)  as 
republished  (44  FR  307, 702)  and 
amended  (44  FR  1087)  is  fitter 
amended,  effective  0901  Gjn.t.  August 
9. 1979  as  follows: 

PART  71-OE81GNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

971.123  [Amended] 

In  9  71.123;  Under  V-1  **R-5(X)2  is 
excluded."  is  deleted  and  "R-5002A.  R- 
5002C  and  R-5002D  are  excluded  during 
their  times  of  use.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

Under  V-16  “The  airspace  within  R- 
5002A.  R-5002C  and  R-6002D  is 
excluded  during  their  times  of  use.”  is 
added.  * 

Under  V-44  all  after  "Atlantic  City;” 
is  deleted  and  “INT  Atlantic  City  048* 
and  Deer  Park.  N.J.,  200*  radials, 
including  a  south  alternate  via 
Atlantic  City  065*  and  Deer  Park  209* 
radials:  to  Deer  Park.  The  airspace 
within  R-4001B,  R-6002A.  R-5002B  and 
R-S002E  is  excluded  during  their  times 
of  use.  The  airspace  within  V-139,  V-30e 
airways  is  excluded.  The  airspace  Iwlow 
2,(X)0  feet  MSL  outside  the  United  States 
is  excluded.”  is  substituted  therefor. 
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Under  V-229  "INT  of  Atlantic  City 
048*  and  Kennedy.  N.Y..  195*  radialsris 
deleted  and  “INT  of  Atlantic  City  055* 
and  Kennedy.  N.Y..  194*  radiala;”  is 
substituted  therefor.  All  after 
“Burlington.  Vt.  160*  radials;”  is  deleted 
and  “Burlington.  The  airspace  within  R- 
5002A,  R-5002B  and  R-5002E  is 
excluded  during  their  times  of  use.  The 
airspace  within  V-139,  V-308  airways; 
the  airspace  below  2,000  feet  MSL 
outside  the  United  States  and  the 
airspace  above  7,000  feet  MSL  between 
the  INT  of  Atlantic  City  055*  and 
Kennedy  194*  radials  and  Kennedy  is 
excluded."  is  substituted  therefor. 

Under  V-312  “R-5002”  is  deleted  and 
“R-5002D"  is  substituted  therefor. 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

§  73.50  [Amended] 

In  §  73.50  R-5002  Warren  Grove,  N.J., 
title  and  text  is  deleted. 

R-5002A  Warren  Grove,  N.).,  is  added 
as  follows; 

R-5002A  Warren  Grove,  N.J. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat.  39*43'25"  N., 
long.  74*ir37"  W.;  to  laL  S9*38'25"  N.,  long. 
74*24'20''  W4  to  lat.  aQ'aa’SO"  N.,  long.  . 
74*29'30''  W.;  to  lat  39*39'20"  N.,  long. 
74*30'00''  Wm  to  lat.  39*44'50''  N.,  long. 
74‘24'40''  W4  to  lat  39*44'50''  N..  long. 
74’19'20''  W4  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  14,000  feet 
MSL 

Time  of  designation:  Sunrise  to  sunset 
Tuesday  through  Saturday;  other  days  by 
NOT  AM  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Adminstration,  New  York  ARTCC 
Using  agency:  Conunander,  108th  Tactical 
Fighter  Wing,  New  Jersey  Air  National 
Guard,  McGuire  AI%,  N.J. 

R-5002B  Warren  Grove,  N.J.,  is  added 
as  follows: 

R-5002B  Warren  Grove,  N.J. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat  39*41 '00"  N., 
long.  74*20'52"  W.;  to  lat  39‘’40'10"  N.,  long. 
74*20'15"  W.;  to  lat  39*38'50"  N.,  long. 
74*21'20"  W.;  to  lat.  39*36  00"  N.,  long. 
74*26’30"  W.;  to  lat  39*36  00"  N.,  long. 
74*27'30"  W.;  to  lat.  39*37'00"  N..  long. 
74*28'50"  W.;  to  lat  39*38'30"  N.,  long. 
74*29'30"  W4  to  lat  39*38'25"  N.,  long, 
74*24'20"  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes:  1,000  feet  MSL  to  14,000 
feet  MSL 

Time  of  designation:  Sunrise  to  sunset 
Tuesday  through  Saturday,  other  days  by 
NOTAM  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  York  AR'TCC. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  lOBth  Tactical 
Fighter  Wing,  New  Jersey  Ak  National 
Guard,  McGuire  ATO,  N.J. 

R-S002C  Warrmi  Grove,  N.].,  is  added 
as  follows: 


R-5002C  Warim  Grove,  N.|. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat  39*39'20"  N., 
long.  74*30*00"  W4  to  lat  39*40*30"  N.,  long. 
74*30*40  *  W4  toiat  39*44*50"  N.,  long. 
74*27*30"  W4  to  lat  39*44*50"  N.,  lo^. 
74*24*40"  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  3,000  feet 
MSL 

Time  of  designation:  Suiuise  to  sunset, 
Tuesday  through  Saturday  other  days  by 
NOTAM  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  York  ARTCC 
Using  agency:  Commander,  108th  Tactical 
Filter  Wing,  New  Jersey  Air  National 
Guard,  McGuire  ATO,  N.J. 

R-5002D  Warren  Grove,  N.J.,  is  added 
as  follows: 

R-5002D  Warren  Grove,  N.J. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat.  39*44*50"  N., 
long.  74*24*40"  W.;  to  lat  39*45*20"  N..  long. 
74*23*45"  W,;  to  lat  39*45*50"  N.,  long. 
74*20*00"  W.;  to  lat.  39*44*50"  N..  long. 
74*19*20"  W.;  to  the  point  of  begiiming. 
Designated  altitudes:  Surface  to  4,000  feet 
MSL 

Time  of  designation:  Sunrise  to  sunset 
Tuesday  through  Saturday;  other  days  by 
NOTAM  48  hours  in  advance. 

CoiiL  oiling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  York  ARTCC. 

Using  agency:  Commander,  108th  Tactical 
Fighter  Wing,  New  Jersey  Air  National 
Guard,  McGuire  ATO,  N.J. 

R-5002E  Warren  Grove,  N.J..  is 
added  as  follows: 

R-5002E  Waiten  Grove,  N.J. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  lat  39*43*25"  N., 
long.  74*ir3r*  W4  to  lat  39*41*00"  N„  long. 
74*20*52"  W.;  to  lat  39*40*10"  N..  long. 
74*20*15*^  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes:  3,500  feet  MSL  to  14,000 
feet  MSL 

Time  of  designation:  Sunrise  to  sunset 
Tuesday  through  Saturday,  other  days  by 
NOTAM  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  New  York  ARTCC. 

JUsing  agency.  Commander,  108th  Tactical 
Fighter  Wing,  New  Jersey  Air  National 
Guard,  McGuire  AI%,  N.J. 

(Secs.  307(a],  313(aJ  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C  1348(a], 
1354(a]  and  1510];  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
FR  9565J;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14 
CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Pr^dures  (44  FR  11034;  February  28, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements  ' 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  ammidments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  end  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  antioipated  impact  is  so  mlniiml  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation.  ' 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-18S14  Filed  S-U-TS:  S:45  ami 
BHJJfM  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


14  CFR  Parts  71, 73 

[Airepaes  Docket  No.  78-RM-35] 

Designation  of  Restricted  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  DOT. 

action:  Final  liile. 

summary:  *rhese  amendments  designate 
a  restricted  area  at  Blanding,  Utah,  to 
contain  the  laimching  and  patterns  of 
Advanced  Strategic  Air  Launched 
Missiles  (ASALM).  These  actions 
provide  for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of 
the  navigable  airspace  by  prohibiting 
imauthorized  flight  operations  within 
the  restricted  area  during  its  time  of 
designation. 

EFFECnVE  DATE:  August  9. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Watterson,  Airspace 
Reg^ations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  ’Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  may  10, 1079,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Parts  71  and  73  of  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  73)  to  designate  a  restricted  area 
identified  as  R-0410,  Blanding,  Utah,  to 
contain  the  launching  and  patterns  of 
Advanced  Strategic  Air  Launched 
Missiles  (ASALM)  (44  FR  27434).  Since 
the  restricted  area  would  penetrate  the 
Continental  Control  Area,  the  FAA 
proposed  to  list  it  under  §  71.151  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  above  14,500 
feet  MSL  'The  affected  airspace  would 
be  prohibited  to  nonparticipating 
aircraft  during  its  time  of  use  by  the 
military.  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  FAA.  No 
objections  were  received.  Sections 
71.151  and  73.64  were  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1979  (44 
FR  344  and  713). 

The  Rule 

These  amendments  to  Parts  71  and  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
designate  restricted  area  airspace  at 
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Blanding,  Utah,  to  protect 
nonparticipating  aircraft  during  the  time 
that  the  area  is  used  for  the  launching 
patterns  of  Advanced  Strategic  Air 
Launched  Missiles  (ASALM). 
Additionally,  the  airspace  at  and  above 
14,500  feet  MSL  within  the  restricted 
area  is  included  in  the  Continental 
Control  Area  during  its  time  of 
designation.  The  U.S.  Army  has  advised 
that  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  have 
been  met. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71  and  73)  as 
republished  (44  FR  344  and  713)  are 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  August 
9, 1979  as  follows: 

Under  §  71.151  (44  FR  344),  the  following 
restricted  area  is  added:  ‘‘R-6410, 
Blanding,  Utah” 

Under  §  73.64  (44  FR  713),  the  following 
is  added: 

“R-6410  Blanding,  Utah 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37°34'08"  N.. 
Long.  109‘34'16"  W.;  to  Lat.  37*16’10"  N.. 
Long.  lOgMe  OD"  W.:  to  Lat.  37’11'40''  N.. 
Long.  109'25'15"  W.;  to  Lat.  37°32’36''  N.. 
Long.  109°36'54''  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  unlimited. 
Time  of  designation.  To  be  activated  by 
NOT  AM  at  least  12  hours  in  advance. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Denver  Air  Route  Traffic 
Control  Center. 

Using  Agency.  Deputy  for  Air  Force, 
Armament  Development  and  Testing 
Center,  White  Sands  Missile  Range.  New 
Mex.” 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)):  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69). 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  7. 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc  79-18498  Filed  8-1S-79-.  8:45  am| 

WLLING  CODE  4t10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  73 

(AIrspac*  Docket  No.  78-RM-321 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

AOENCV:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule.  ^ 

summary:  This  amendment  niters 
Restricted  Area  R-7001  from  its  current 
designated  hours  and  date  to 
“Intermittent,”  and  divides  the  restricted 
area  vertically  as  R-7001A  and  R-7001B. 
There  is  no  change  to  the  current  lateral 
and  vertical  limits  of  the  restricted  area. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regulations 
Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  1, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed  to 
amend  Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  to  alter  the 
description  of  Restricted  Area  R-7001  by 
changing  the  time  of  designation  to 
“Intermittent”  (44  FR  11559).  At  the 
present  time  it  is  designated  as  “From 
0430  to  2400  local  time,  March  1  through 
November  30.”  Also,  R-7001  is  vertically 
segmented  as  R-7001A  and  R-7001B. 

The  lateral  and  vertical  limits  of  the 
restricted  area  remain  the  same. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
by  submitting  comments  on  the  proposal 
to  the  FAA.  No  objections  were 
received.  The  amendment  is  the  same  as 
that  proposed  in  the  notice.  Section 
73.70  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1979  (44  FR  718). 

The  Rule 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  is  to 
change  the  time  of  designation  of  R- 
7001A  and  R-7001B  from  its  present 
designation  “From  0430  to  2400  local 
time  March  1  through  November  30.”  to 
“Intermittent.”  This  action  will  give  the 
U.S.  Army  more  flexibility  for  training/ 
and  increased  air-to-ground  firing. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  as 
republished  (44  FR  718)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  C.m.t.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 


R-7001  Guernsey.  Wyo.,  is  rewritten 
as  follows: 

R-7001A  Guernsey,  Wyo. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  42*27'30''  N., 
Long.  104*52’30''  W,;  to  Lat.  42*27'30"  N.. 
Long.  104*42'30''  W^  to  Ut  42*22'30"  N.. 
Long.  104*42'30"  W.;  to  Lat.  42*20'00"  N., 
Long.  104°52'30''  W.;  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  but  not 
including  8,0CX)  feet  MSL 
Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  24  hours  in 
advance  by  NOTAM. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Denver  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  Adjutant  General,  State  of 
Wyoming. 

R-TOOlB  Guernsey,  Wyo. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  42°27'30''  N.. 
Long.  104'52'30''  W.;  to  LaL  42*27'30''  N.. 
Long.  104'52'30"  W.;  to  Ut.  42*27'30''  N., 
Ung.  104*42'30"  W.;  to  UL  42‘22'30"  N.. 
Ung.  104‘42'30'’  W.;  to  Ut.  42*20'00''  N.. 
Ung.  104’52'30''  W.;Jlo  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  8.000  feet  MSL  to  23,500 
feet  MSL 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  24  hours  in 
advance  by  NOTAM. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Denver  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  Adjutant  General,  State  of 
Wyoming. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1345(a)):  sec.  6(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69). 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26. 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  June  7,  1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts,  , 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18*94  Filed  8-13-79;  8-45  am) 

BUXINO  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-NW-3] 

Temporary  Restricted  Area 
Designation  and  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT, 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  amendment  designates  a 
temporary  restricted  area  in  the  vicinity 
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of  Fort  Lewis,  Wash.,  and  alters  the  Fort 
Lewis  restricted  areas  R-6703A,  B,  C 
and  D  temporarily  by  changing  their 
upper  limits  to  include  9,000  feet  MSL  to 
contain  a  major  military  exercise 
(BRAVE  SHIELD  20).  This  action 
provides  for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of 
the  navigable  airspace  by  prohibiting 
unauthorized  flight  operations  of 
nonparticipating  aircraft  within  the  joint 
use  restricted  airspace  during  the  time 
the  areas  are  in  use  from  August  16  to 
August  23  inclusive. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  9, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230], 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  April  23, 1979,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  Part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  to 
designate  a  temporary  restricted  area  in 
the  vicinity  of  Fort  Lewis  and  alter  the 
present  four  restricted  areas  there 
temporarily  to  contain  a  major  military 
exercise  for  approximately  ten  days  (44 
FR  23878).  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written 
comments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
No  comments  were  received.  Section 
73.67  of  Part  73  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  January  2, 1979,  (44  FR 
716).  ' 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  73)  designates  a  temporary 
restricted  area  R-6703  Subarea  E  and 
alters  restricted  areas  R-6703  Subareas 
A.  B,  C  and  D  to  contain  the  BRAVE 
SHIELD  20  military  exercise.  This  action 
provides  for  the  safe  and  efficient  use  of 
the  navigable  airspace  by  prohibiting 
unauthorized  flight  operations  of 
nonparticipating  aircraft  within  the  joint 
use  restricted  airspace  during  the  times 
the  ar^as  are  in  use.  Headquarters 
Tactical  Air  Command  has  provided 
certiHcation  that  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  have 
been  met. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Part  73  8  73.67  of  ffie  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73)  as 
republished  (44  FR  716)  is  amended. 


effective  0901  G.M.T.,  August  9, 1979,  as 
follows: 

1.  In  R-6703  Subarea  A,  under 
Designated  altitudes,  “except  from  0001 
PDT  August  16  to  0001  PDT  August  24, 
1979,  during  which  time  it  is  surface  to 
9,000  feet  MSL”  is  added. 

2.  In  R-6703  Subarea  B,  imder 
Designated  altitudes,  “except  from  0001 
PDT  August  16  to  0001  PDT  August  24, 
1979,  during  which  time  it  is  surface  to 
9,000  feet  MSL.”  is  added. 

3.  In  R-6703  Subarea  C,  under 
Designated  altitudes,  “except  from  0001 
PDT  August  16  to  0001  PDT  August  24, 
1979,  during  which  time  it  is  surface  to 
9,000  feet  MSL"  is  added. 

4.  In  R-6703  Subarea  D,  under 
Designated  altitudes,  “except  from  0001 
PDT  August  16  to  0001  PDT  August  24, 
1979,  during  which  time  it  is  surface  to 
9,000  feet  MSL”  is  added. 

5.  In  R-6703- Subarea  E  is  added  as 
follows: 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat  47°04'35"N., 
Long.  122*41'05"W.;  to  Lat.  47*04'21"N.,  Long. 
122‘’42'15''W.;  to  Lat.  46'59'47"N.,  Long. 
122'47'00  "W.;  to  LaL  46"54'23"N.,  Long. 
122'47'07"W.;  to  LaL  46*52'50"N..  Long. 
122*44'07"W.;  to  Lat.  46*52'50"N.,  Long. 
122'42'05"W.:  to  Lat.  46*54’11"N.,  Long. 
122*30’12"W.;  to  Ut.  46*54'50''N.,  Long.  ’ 
122*36'28"W.;  to  Lat.  46*56'07"N.,  Long. 
122‘’34'11''W.;  to  Ut.  46*56'33''N.,  Ung. 
122'33'O0"W.:  to  Ut.  46'50'43"N.,  Long. 
122°32'32"W.;  to  UL  47*01'fl0"N.,  Long. 
122’31’37"W.;  to  Ut  47'(n'48"N..  Long. 
122*31'36  "W4  to  Ut  4r08'38"N..  Long. 
122*35'36"W.:  to  Ut  47*04'42"N..  Long. 
122*38'15"W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

Excluding  the  airspace  2,000  feet  AGL  and 
below  within  a  INM  radius  of  the  center  of 
the  town  of  Yelm,  (Ut  46°56'30"N.,  Ung. 
122*36'20"W.)  and  within  a  Vi  NM  radius  pf 
the  center  of  the  town  of  Roy,  (Ut 
47'’05’00"N.,  Ung.  122*32'30''W.):  the  airspace 
1,000  feet  AGL  and  below  within  a  ViNM 
radius  of  the  center  of  the  town  of  Nisqually, 
(Ut  47'03'40''N.,  Ung.  122*41'50"W.)  and 
within  a  VsNM  radius  of  the  center  of  the 
town  of  Rainier.  (Ut  46’53'10"N..  Ung. 
122°41'05’'W.)  and  within  a  iNM  radius  of  the 
center  of  the  Western  Airpark  Airport,  (Ut 
4e°55'29"N.,  Ung.  122*33’02''W.)  and  within  a 
ViNM  radius  of  Uie  center  of  the  Flying 
Carpet  Airport,  (Ut  46*57'55"N.,  Ung. 
122*4r45"W.). 

Designated  altitudes.  500  feet  AGL  to  and 
including  9,000  feet  MSL 
Time  of  designation.  From  0001  PDT 
August  16  to  0001  PDT  August  24, 1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  McCord  Approach  Control. 

Using  agency.  U.S.  Air  Force  Tactical/ 
Readiness  Command,  Ungley  AFB,  Va. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 


significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

pH  Ooc.  7S-iaSirPUed  e-13-7B;  8:46  am] 

MUJNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  97 

[Dockat  No.  19241;  Arndt  No.  1140] 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 


summary:  This  amendment 
establishes,  amends,  suspends,  or 
revokes  Standard  Instrument  Approadi 
Procedures  (SlAPs)  for  operations  at 
certain  airports.  These  regulatory 
actions  are  needed  because  of  the 
adoption  of  new  or  revised  criteria,  or 
because  of  changes  occurring  in  the 
National  Airspace  System,  such  as  the 
commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 
These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  flight 
operations  under  instrument  fli^t  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  An  effective  date  for  each  SLAP 
is  specified  in  the  amendatory 
provisions. 

ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket.  FAA 
Headquarters  Building;  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  afrected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SLAP. 
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For  Purchase — 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  horn: 

1.  FAA  Public  Information  Center 
(APA-430),  FAA  Headquarters  Building, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SlAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  may  be  ordered  from 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 

Washington,  D.C.  20402.  The  annual 
subscription  price  is  $135.00. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Lewis  O.  Ola,  Flight  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch  (AFS-730),  Aircraft 
Programs  Division,  Flight  Standards 
Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone  (202)  426-8277. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97) 
prescribes  new,  amended,  suspended,  or 
revoked  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SlAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  of  each  SLAP  is 
contained  in  official  FAA  form 
documents  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  this  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR  Part  51,  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FARs).  The  applicable  FAA  Forms  are 
identified  as  FAA  Forms  8260-3,  8260-4 
and  8260-5.  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  for  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SlAPs,  their 
complex  natiue,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SlAPs  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  by 
publishers  of  aeronautical  materials. 
Thus,  the  advantages  of  incorporation 
by  reference  are  realized  and 
publication  of  the  complete  description 
of  each  SIAP  contained  in  FAA  form 
document  is  unnecessary.  The 
provisions  of  this  amendment  state  the 
affected  CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with 
the  types  and  efi'ective  dates  of  the 
SlAPs.  This  amendment  also  identifies 
the  airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  is  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  and  contains 
separate  SlAPs  which  have  compliance 


dates  stated  as  effective  dates  based  on 
related  changes  in  the  National 
Airspace  Systepi  or  the  application  of 
new  or  revised  criteria.  Some  SLAP 
amendments  may  have  been  previously 
issued  by  the  FAA  in  a  National  Flight 
Data  Center  (FDC)  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOT AM)  as  an  emeigency  action  of 
immediate  flight  safety  relating  directly 
to  published  aeronautical  charts.  The 
circumstances  which  created  the  need 
for  some  SLAP  amendments  may  require 
making  them  effective  in  less  than  30 
days.  For  the  remaining  SlAPs,  an 
effective  date  at  least  30  days  after 
publication  is  provided. 

Further,  the  SlAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  in  developing  these 
SlAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  applied 
to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SlAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SlAPs 
is  unnecessary,  impracticable,  or 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SlAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me.  Part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  G.m.t.  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  97.23  VOR-VOR/ 
DME  SlAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  August  9. 1979: 

Hayward,  CA — ^Hayward  Air  Terminal,  VOR- 
A  Arndt.  6 

Hayward.  CA — Hayward  Air  Terminal, 
VOR/DME/B,  Arndt.  1 
Danville,  IL — ^Vermilion  County,  VOR  Rwy 
21,  Arndt.  8 

Danville,  IL — Vermilion  County,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  3,  Arndt.  6 

Springfield,  KY — Lebanon-Springfield.  VOR/ 
DME  Rwy  11,  Original 
Fond  du  Lac,  WI — Fond  du  Lac  County. 

VOR/DME  Rwy  18,  Arndt.  4 
Fond  du  Lac,  Wl — Fond  du  Lac  County, 
VOR/DME  Rwy  36,  Arndt.  4 

*  *  *  Effective  July  26,  1979: 

Fayetteville,  AR — Drake  Field,  VOR-A,  Arndt. 
18 

Kendallville,  IN — Kendallville  Municipal, 
VOR-A  Arndt.  2 

Ironwood.  MI — Gogebic  County.  VOR  Rwy  9. 
Arndt.  8 

Ironwood,  MI — Gogebic  County,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  27,  Arndt.  4 


Sparta.  MI — Sparta,  VOR-A,  Arndt.  1 
Tecumseh,  Ml — ^Al  Meyers,  VOR-A  Arndt.  4 
Corvallis,  OR — Corvallis  Muni,  VOR-A, 

Arndt.  4 

Corvallis,  OR — Corvallis  Muni,  VOR-B. 

Amdt.  2 

Corvallis,  OR — Corvallis  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  17,  Amdt.  2 

Corvallis.  OR — Corvallis  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  5 

Newport,  OR — Newport  Muni,  VOR-A,  Amdt 
1 

Newport,  OR — Newport  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  16,  Amdt.  4 

Rosebuig,  OR — ^Rosebuig  Muni,  VOR-A, 

Amdt.  3 

BeaumonL  TX — Beaumont  Muni.  VOR/DME 
Rwy  12.  Original 

Beaumont,  TX — Beaumont  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  30,  Amdt.  1 

Houston.  TX— William  P.  Hobby,  VOR/DME 
or  TACAN  Rwy  4,  Amdt.  12 

*  *  *  Effective  July  12, 1979: 

Spokane.  WA — Spokane  Int’l,  VOR  Rwy  3, 
Amdt.  12 

*  *  *  Effective  June  5, 1979: 

Chattanooga.  TN — Lovell  Field,  VOR  Rwy  32. 
Amdt.  13 

2.  By  amending  S  97.25  SDF-LOC-LDA 
SlAPs  identified  as  follows; 

*  *  *  Effective  August  9, 1979: 

Danville,  IL — ^Vermilion  County,  LOC  Rwy  21, 
Original 

Glasgow,  KY — Glasgow  Municipal,  SDF  Rwy 
7.  Amdt.  2 

Muskegon.  MI — Muskegon  County,  LOC  Rwy 
23,  Original 

Temple,  TX — Draughon-Miller  Muni,  LOC  BC 
Rwy  33.  Amdt.  5 

Fond  du  Lac,  WI — Fond  du  Lac  County,  SDF 
Rwy  36,  Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  July  26, 1979: 

Fayetteville,  AR — Drake  Field,  LOC  Rwy  16. 
Amdt.  7 

Beaumont — Port  Arthur,  TX — ^Jefferson 
County,  LOC  BC  Rwy  29,  Amdt.  14 
Houston,  TX — William  P.  Hobby,  LOC  BC 
Rwy  22,  Amdt.  19 

*  *  *  Effective  July  12, 1979 

Enid,  OK — Enid  Woodring  Muni,  LOC  Rwy 
35,  Amdt.  1 

Spokane,  WA — Spokane  Int’l,  LOC  Rwy  3, 
Amdt  2 

3.  By  amending  §  97.27  NDB/ADF 
SlAPs  identified  as  follows; 

*  *  *  Effective  August  9, 1979:  - 

French  Lick,  IN — ^French  Lick  Municipal,  NDB 
Rw>'  26,  Amdt.  4 

Washington,  IN — Daviess  County,  NDB  Rwy 
18,  Amdt  4 

Glasgow,  KY — Glasgow  Municipal,  NDB  Rwy 
7,  Amdt.  3 

Warroad,  MN — Warroad  Intl-Swede  Carlson 
Field,  NDB  Rwy  31,  Original 
Fond  du  Lac  WI — ^Fond  du  Lac  Coimty,  NDB 
Rwy  9,  Amdt  3 

Neillsville,  WI — ^Neillsville  Municipal,  NDB 
Rwy  27,  Original 
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*  *  *  Effective  July  26, 1979: 

Kankakee,  IL — Greater  Kankakee,  NDB  Rwy . 
Arndt.  4,  cancelled 

Patteraon,  LA — Harry  P.  Williams  Memorial, 
NDB  Rwy  5,  Arndt.  5 

Houston,  TX — William  P.  Hobby,  NDB  Rwy  4, 
Arndt  29 

*  *  *  Effective  June  4. 1979: 

Olathe,  KS — Johnson  County  Industrial,  NDB 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  1  ' 

4.  By  amending  S  97.29  ELS-MLS 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

*  *  *  Effective  August  9, 1979: 

Temple,  TX— Draughon-Miller  Muni,  ILS  Rwy 
15,  Amdt  5 

“  *  *  Effective  July  26, 1979: 

Miami,  FL — Miami  International,  ILS  Rwy 
27L,  Amdt  18 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX — Jefferson  County, 
ILS  Rwy  11,  Amdt  17 

Galveston,  TX — Scholes  Field,  ILS  Rwy  13, 
Amdt.  4 

Houston,  TX — ^Houston  Intercontinental,  ILS 
Rwy  14,  Amdt  5 

Houston,  TX — William  P.  Hobby,  ILS  Rwy  4, 
Amdt.  30 

Houston,  TX — William  P.  Hobby,  ILS  Rwy  13, 
Amdt.  4 

“  *  *  Effective  July  12, 1979: 

Oxnard,  CA — Oxnard,  ILS  Rwy  25,  Amdt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  June  4, 1979: 

Olathe,  KS— Johnson  County  Industrial,  ILS'' 
Rwy  35,  Amdt.  1 

*  *  *  Effective  May  30, 1979: 

Wilmington,  DE — Greater  Wilmington,  ILS 
Rwy  1,  Amdt.  14 

5.  By  amending  §  97.31  RADAR  SLAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

Note. — ^The  FAA  published  an  amendment 
in  Docket  No.  19154,  Amdt  No.  1138  to  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (Vol 
44  FR  No.  97  page  28789;  dated  Thursday, 

May  17, 1979)  under  S  97.31  effective  June  28, 
1979,  which  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Fairbanks,  AK — Fairbanks  INTL,  Radar-1, 
OriginaL  Change  Effective  Date  to  June  14, 
1979. 

(Secs.  307, 313(a),  601,  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C  1348, 13S4(a), 
1421,  and  1510);  sec.  ^c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.49(b)(3)) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation. which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  thenToperationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C  on  June  8, 1979. 
James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note. — ^The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969. 

(FR  Doc  TS-ISSOS  FiM  S-lS-79;  ft4S  am| 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Regulation  ER-1130;  Amdt  66;  Docket 
29387] 

14  CFR  Part  288 

Exemption  of  Air  Carriers  for  Military 
Transportation 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  This  final  rule  establishes  a 
3.11  percent  fuel  surcharge  rate 
applicable  to  the  minimum  military 
charter  rates  (ER-1045,  December  27, 
1977)  for  foreign  and  overseas  air 
transportation  services  performed  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD)  and 
procured  by  the  Military  Airlift 
Command  (MAC).  This  surcharge 
amendment  is  effective  May  1, 1979,  and 
is  triggered  by  an  increase  in  the  * 
average  fuel  price  for  the  participating 
MAC  carriers  of  5.65  cents  per  gallon — 
from  41.31  cents  per  gallon  to  46.96  cents 
per  gallon. 

dates:  Adopted:  June  7, 1979.  Effective: 
June  7, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  E.  Gardner,  Domestic  Fares  and 
Rates  Division,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  Phone:  202-673-5364. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As 

indicated  in  ER-1024  (42  FR  58902, 
November  11, 1977),  dated  November  3, 
1977,  the  Board  monitors  fuel  price 
changes  and  will  establish  a  fuel 
surcharge  rate  adjustment  when  the 
average  price  of  fiiel  for  participating 
MAC  carriers  changes  one  cent  or  more 
per  gallon.  ER-1111,  effective  March  21, 
1979,  estabUshed  a  fuel  surcharge  of  1.40 
percent  based  on  January  1979  data. 

The  Board  has  completed  its  review  of 
the  latest  available  fuel  cost  data  as 
reported  on  C.A.B.  Form  41,  Schedule  P- 
12(a)  for  foreign  and  overseas  MAC  air 
transportation  services  for  die  month  of 
April  1979,  and  is  establishing  surcharge 
provisions  in  Part  288  of  its  Economic 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  288)  applicable 
to  the  rates  established  for  those 


services.*  The  basis  for  issuing  this 
surcharge  amendment  is  the  increase  in 
average  fuel  price  for  the  participating 
MAC  carriers  of  5.65  cents  per  gallon — 
frtim  41.31  cents  per  gallon  reflected  in 
the  currently  effective  base  rates  to  the 
latest  reported  average  price  of  46.96 
cents  per  gallon. 

The  attached  Appendix  sets  forth  the 
results  of  the  surcharge  rate 
computation  for  the  reported  fuel  price 
changes  for  commercial  and  military 
fuels  consumed  in  military  charter 
service  for  the  month  of  April  1979,  and 
the  rate  impact  of  the  changes  in  current 
average  fuel  prices  from  those  reflected 
in  the  base  rates.  Accordingly,  we  will 
establish  the  fuel  surcharge  rate 
applicable  to  the  current  base  final 
rates,  effective  May  1, 1979,  to  increase 
the  Category  B  and  Category  A  rates  by 
3.11  percent. 

In  our  notice  of  Final  Action  on 
Revised  Procedures  for  Part  288  Fuel 
Surcharge  Amendments,  Docket  29759, 
December  22, 1976,  we  stated  that  “in 
the  event  that  we  are  unable  to  issue  a 
fuel  surcharge  amendment  reasonably  - 
within  the  customary  period  of  time 
after  the  fuel  reports  are  filed,  we  shall 
examine  our  established  procedure  and 
determine  whether  any  modifications 
are  warranted  at  that  time.” 

Our  last  two  fuel  simdiarge  rule 
amendments  were  effective  three 
months  apart — ^December  21, 1978  and 
March  21, 1979,  and  the  carriers  had  to 
wait  between  seven  and  eleven  weeks 
from  the  time  fuel  prices  escalated  to  the 
level  which  triggered  the  surcharge 
amendment  procedure  to  the  date  when 
the  revised  rates  became  effective.  Fuel 
prices  are  now  increasing  more 
frequently  and  at  a  much  steeper  rate 
than  in  the  past  so  that  any  Significant 
time  lapse  between  the  time  fuel  prices 
escalate  and  the  time  revised  MAC  rates 
become  effective  can  work  a  hardship 
on  the  carriers.  Therefore,  in  order  to 
reduce  this  time  lapse,  we  find  it 
reasonable  to  make  this  and  future  fuel 
surcharge  amendments  effective  the  first 
day  of  d^e  month  following  the  month  of 
the  latest  fuel  price  report  used  as  a 
basis  for  determining  a  revised  fuel 
surcharge.  Since  the  fuel  siircharge 
determined  here  is  based  on  reported 
data  for  the  month  of  April  1979,  the 
revised  surcharge  shall  become  effective 
May  1, 1979. 

In  view  of  the  present  need  for  a  fuel 
surcharge  to  the  minimum  rates  set  forth 
in  Part  288,  we  find  that  good  cause 

'Thii  and  future  turcharge  amendmenta  win  be  , 
made  applicable  to  the  minimum  MAC  rates 
established  in  ER-1045,  effective  December  27, 1977, 
until  such  time  as  new  final  base  rates  may  be 
established. 
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exists  for  adopting  these  amendments 
without  notice  and  public  procedure  and 
for  making  them  effective  on  less  than 
thirty  (30)  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  amends  Part  288  of  its  Economic 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  288),  as 
follows: 

1.  Amend  §  288.7(a)  by  amending  the 
paragraph  following  the  tables  so  as  to 
reflect  an  additional  proviso,  and  amend 
the  proviso  to  paragraphs  (d)  (1)  and  (2) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  288.7  Reasonable  level  of 
compensation. 

#  *  •  *  * 

(a)  *  *  * 

***** 

Provided,  That  subject  to  the  provisions 


of  §  288.8,  the  minimum  rates  set  forth 
above  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
passengers  or  cargo  carried  on  a 
particiilar  trip  in  excess  of  the  amount 
that  the  contract  calls  for  DOD  to  supply 
and  the  carrier  to  provide  space:  And 
provided  further,  That  if  a  carrier 
performs  a  one-way  charter  flight 
carrying  nonmilitary  traffic  for  a 
nonmilitary  user,  the  carrier  may  charter 
the  return  flight  of  that  aircraft  to  DOD 
at  a  published  one-way  charter  traffic 
rate  that  is  in  fact  available  to  the 
general  public  for  equivalent  services: 
Provided,  however,  That  the  total 
minimum  compensation  pursuant  to  the 
rates  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  above 
for  services  performed  on  or  after  May 
1, 1979,  with  regular  jet  wide-body  jet 
and  DC-8-61 /63  aircraff  shall  be 
Appendix.— AMC  Long-Range  Camera 


increased  by  a  surcharge  of  3.11  percent 

***** 

(!)**• 

(2)  *  *  * 

Provided,  lliat  the  total  minimum 
compensation  pursuant  to  the  rates 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2) 
of  §  288.7  shall  be  increased  by  a 
surcharge  of  3.11  percent  for  services 
performed  on  or  after  May  1, 1979. 
***** 

(Secs.  204, 403  add  416  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended;  72  Stat. 
743,  758  and  771,  as  amended:  49  U.S.C.  1324, 
1373  and  1386.) 

By  the  Qvil  Aeronautics  Board; 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 


(Computation  ot  fuol  turchargo  baaed  on  April  1979  P-12(a)  luel  data  raportal 


April  1979  P-I2(a)  data  Price  per  gallon  Currently  Percent  price  Fuel  cost  as  a  Fual  price  Base  rale 

-  used  In  latest  efiaetlye  mcreaae  (decrease)  percent  ol  total  cbange  Impact  on  Rale  Impact  Impact  lor 

Carriers  Cost  Gallons  Average  coat  surcharge  base  average  cunent/base  economic  cost '  base  economic  Weighting  fuel  price 

per  gallon  computation*  price  *(oent^  (percent)  (percent)  ooeta  (percent)  tedor  *  (percent)  change  (paroent) 

(cants)  (cents) 


AMR _ 

$236,968 

474,176 

49.97 

45.43 

45.68 

9.39 

3745 

3.50 

448 

0.153 

44,687 

96,536 

4545 

4345 

38.96 

1840 

32.36 

541 

149 

0.079 

FlylnsTlgar_ _ 

1.043,476 

2,406425 

4345 

4Z37 

4042 

741 

2741 

2.09 

1491 

0495 

NOfthWMSt  . . 

67,371 

198,638 

43.99 

42.66 

40.69 

411 

2944 

248 

1482 

0.400 

Psn  Afywficm....... 

64,095 

163,388 

45.66 

4544 

4141 

1146 

2447 

2.74 

25.95 

0.711 

Seaboard _ 

85,461 

183406 

4641 

43.46 

4546 

1.15 

3243 

047 

941 

0.036 

Trana  loll. _ 

552,437 

1,117,661 

49.43 

42.74 

40.65 

21.60 

30.01 

448 

1347 

0447 

World _ 

845,446 

1,682,569 

5045 

44.54 

4243 

1742 

29.50 

411 

947 

0.489 

Tolala _ 

Z979.961 

6445.601 

4646 

43.65 

4141 

2S.51 

10040 

4110 

•EB-1111. 

'Avaragd  per  gaSon  fuel  costs  used  in  determining  cunenSy  eSactiva  base  rates  (ER-1045)  as  set  out  in  ER-1024. 
•Bt-IOSB,  Appendbi  B. 

«ER-1069.  Appendbc  0. 


(FR  Doc.  79-lS«45  Filed  S-13-79;  B:4S  am) 
BHJJNQ  CODE  S320-01-M 


14  CFR  Part  323 

(Regulation  PR-207;  Procedural 
Regulations  Amendment  No.  1] 

Terminations,  Suspensions  and 
Reductions  of  Servicr,  Notice  of 
Approval  by  the  General  Accounting 
Office 

aoency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Final  Rule. 


affect  essential  air  transportation  (PR- 
200,  44  FR  20635,  April  6. 1979),  This 
approval  is  required  under  the  Federal 
Reports  Act' and  was  transmitted  to  the 
Ci*^  Aeronautics  Board  by  letter  dated 
May  29. 1979. 

OATES:  Adopted;  June  6, 1979.  Effective: 
June  6, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Clifford  M.  Rand,  Chief,  Data 
Requirements  Division.  Office  of 
Economic  Analysis.  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  (202)  673-6044. 


summary:  This  final  rule  gives  notice 
that  the  General  Accounting  Office  has 
approved  the  reporting  requirements 
contained  in  a  regulation  which  governs 
(1)  notices  of  terminations,  suspensions, 
and  reductions  of  air  transportation  by 
air  carriers,  and  (2)  objections  asking 
the  Board  to  prohibit  those  terminations, 
suspensions  or  reductions  that  appear  to 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  line 
was  inadvertently  dropped  from  the 
summary  of  Regulation  PR-207 
published  in  44  FR  33397,  June  11, 1979, 
The  corrected  summary  appears  above, 
Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18S9P  Filed  9-1 V79;  845  am) 

MLUNQ  CODE  SSaO-OI-M 


14CFRPart385 

[Regulation  OR-148A;  Finalization  of 
Interim  Rule;  Docket  34969;  Dated  June  7, 
1979] 

Detogatlons  and  Review  of  Action 
Under  Delegation:  Nonhearing  Matters 

Adopted  by  the  Qvil  Aeronaufics  Board  at 
its  ofBce  in  Washington,  D.C  June  7, 1979. 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Finalization  of  Interim  Rule.  . 

summary:  By  OR-148,  *  the  Board 
delegated  authority  to  the  Directors  of 
the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and  Domestic 
Aviation  (now  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation)  and  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  to  grant  or  deny 
applications  of  air  carriers,  intrastate  air 
carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers  for 
temporary  authority  to  provide 
substitute  service  during  any  work 
stoppage  in  the  domestic  and  foreign 
markets  normally  served  by  the  struck 
carrier.  These  grants  of  auffiority  were 
reflected  in  14  CFR  385.13(qq)  and 
385.26(u).  The  Board  also  requested 
comments  on  these  final  rules  by  ODR- 
16.* 


‘44  FR  ISese,  Mardi  IS.  1879. 
*44  FR  15733,  March  IS,  1979. 
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A  comment  was  filed  by  United  Air 
Lines,  which  objected  to  Ae  rules  as  an 
unwarranted  intermeddling  in  labor 
disputes.  Its  objection  is  not,  however, 
relevant  to  the  rule,  which  merely 
delegates  the  authority  to  implement 
established  Board  policy.  In  any  event, 
we  are  unpersuaded  that  the  underlying 
policy  should  be  changed.  We  refer  to 
out  rationale  in  Order  79-5--40,  which 
confirmed  exemptions  granted  to 
carriers  during  the  strike  against  United 
Air  Lines.  Accordingly,  the  final  rules 
will  remain  in  the  form  in  which  they 
were  issued. 

DATE:  Adopted:  June  7, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  mFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  B.  Dyson,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Waskipgton,  D.C  20428,  phone:  (202)  . 
673-5442. 

(Sections  102,  204,  401, 402,  403  and  416  of  9ie 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended;  92 
Stat  1706;  72  StaL  743,  758;  49  U.S.C  1302, 
1324, 1371, 1372, 1373  and  1386.) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  7»-iaei2  FUed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  6320-«1-M 


DEPARTME^  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Government  National  Mortgage 
Association 

24  CFR  Part  300 

[Docket  No.  R-79-557] 

List  Of  Attomeys^n-Fact 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  updates  the 
current  list  of  attomeys-in-fact  by 
amending  Paragraph  (c)  of  24  CFR 
300.11.  These  attomeys-in-fact  are 
authorized  to  act  for  the  Association  by 
executing  documents  in  its  name  in 
conjunction  with  servicing  GNMA's 
mortgage  purchase  programs,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  Paragraph  (a)  of 
24  era  300.11. 

effective  date:  July  16, 1979. 
ADDRESSES:  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Office 
of  General  Counsel,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 


Development  451  7th  Street  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  Telephone: 

(202)  755-5603. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  William ).  Linane,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  on  (202)  755-7186. 
SUPFtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice 
and  public  procedime  on  this 
amendment  are  iinnecessary  and 
impracticable  because  of  the  large 
volume  of  legal  documents  that  must  be 
executed  on  behalf  of  the  Association. 

•  $300.11  [Amanded] 

1.  Paragraph  (c)  of  $  300.11  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  names 
‘to  the  current  list  of  attomeys-in-fact: 

Name  and  Region 

Elizabeth  Brouwer-Ancher,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

Maik  Spencer,  Hiiladelphia,  Pennsylvania 
Marie  A.  Thompson,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

(Sec.  309(d),  NationaL  Housing  Act  12  U.S.C 
1723a(d),  and  sec.  7(d),  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3535(d))). 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  4, 1979. 

R.  Frederick  Taylor, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President,  Government 
National  Mortgage  Association. 

[FR  Doc.  79-18521  FUed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNa  CODE  4210-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

24  CFR  Part  1914 

[Docket  No.  FI  5556] 

Uat  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency.  * 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  These 
communities  ^ve  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 
certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities' 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  U5  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979) 


participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESSES:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.O.  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 
reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Since  the 
communities  on  the  attached  list  have  ' 
recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized 
floojd  insurance  is  now  available  for 
property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  has  identified  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  in  some  of  these 
communities  by  publishing  a  Flood 
Hazard  Boundary  Map.  The  date  of  the 
food  map,  if  one  has  been  published,  is 
indicated  in  the  sixth  column  of  the 
table.  In  the  communities  listed  where  a 
flood  map  has  been  published.  Section 
102  of  the  Rood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  requires  the 
purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a  ' 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
construction  of  buildings  in  the  special 
flood  hazard  area  shown  on  the  map. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
commimity.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

Section  1914.6  is  amended  by  adding 
in  alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to 
the  table. 
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§  1914.6  List  Of  eligible  communities. 

State 

County 

Location 

Community  No. 

Etfactivo  dates  of 
authorization/ 
canoaSation  of  tala 
of  flood  inauranca 
in  community 

SpacW  flood 

hOT9fd  OfOO 

tdonWod 

_  421123-A . 

Juna  1. 1970, 

Sept  13.  1974. 

May  27.  1977. 

May  24. 1977. 

Apr.  25, 1978 

.  090157-A . 

amergancy. 

Aug.  2^  1978, 
amergancy,  Apr.  2. 
1979,  auapandad, 

Juna  1.  1979. 
rainatatad. 

Juna  4.  1979, 

.  200S6B-A . 

.  290034-A . 

ofnofQoncy. 

Hoto . . 

370397 . 

Junt  1?  IffTfl 

Union . . 

.  422106  .  _ 

Nov.  1. 1974. 

Juna  28. 1974  and  May 
10. 1977. 

Bftetot . . 

_  2S0060-A . . . 

Juno  1,  1979. 

auapanaion  wHhdraam. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR 
19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR  20963.) 

Issued:  June  6. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18343  Filed  6-13-79: 8:45  am| 

BHJJNG  CODE  4210-23-M 

24  CFR  Part  1915 
(Docket  No.  5555] 

List  of  Withdrawal  of  Flood  Insurance 
Maps  Under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and* 
Hazard  Mitigation,  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency.  ’ 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
where  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  or 
Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Maps  published 
by  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  have  been  temporarily 
withdrawn  for  administrative  or 
technical  reasons.  During  that  period 
that  the  map  is  withdrawn,  the 
insurance  purchase  requirement  of  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  is 
suspended. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  Office  of  Flood 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insiuance 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reotganizabon  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Fxecutive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3. 1979). 


Insurance,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free 
Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270,  451 
Seventh  Street.  SW.,  Washington.  DC 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  list 
includes  the  date  that  each  map  was 
withdrawn,  and  the  effective  date  of  its 
republication,  if  it  has  been  republished. 
If  a  flood  prone  location  is  now  being 
identified  on  another  map,  the 
community  name  for  the  effective  map  is 
shown. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  as  amended, 
requires,  at  Section  102,  the  purchase  of 
flood  insurance  as  a  condition  of 
Federal  Hnancial  assistance  if  such 
assistance  is: 

(1)  For  acquistion  and  construction  of 
buildings,  and 

(2)  For  buildings  located  in  a  special 
flood  hazard  area  identified  by  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development. 

One  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
community  as  flood  prone,  the 
requirement  applies  to  all  identiHed 
special  flood  hazard  areas  within  t^e 
United  States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no 
such  financial  assistance  can  legally  be 
provided  for  acquisition  and 
construction  of  buildings  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  The  denial  of  such  financial 
assistance  has  no  application  outside  of 
the  identiBed  special  flood  hazard  areas' 
of  such  flood-prone  communities. 

Prior  to  July  1, 1975,  the  statutory 
requirement  for  the  purchase  of  flood 
insurance  did  not  apply  until  and  unless 
the  community  entered  the  program  and 
the  special  flood  hazard  areas  were 
identified  by  the  issuance  of  a  flood 
insurance  map.  However,  after  July  1, 
1975,  or  one  year  after  identification, 
whichever  is  later,  the  requirement 
applies  to  all  communities  in  the  United 
States  that  are  identified  as  having 


special  flood  hazard  areas  within  their 
community  boundaries,  so  that,  no  such 
financial  assistance  can  legally  he 
provided  for  buildings  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program. 

llie  insurance  purchase  requirement 
with  respect  to  a  particular  community 
may  be  altered  by  the  issuance  or 
withdrawal  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration’s  (FlA’s)  official  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM)  or  the  Flood 
Hazard  Boundary  Map  (FTffiM).  A 
FHBM  is  usually  designated  by  the  letter 
"E"  following  the  community  number 
and  a  FIRM  by  the  letter  “R”  following 
the  community  number.  If  the  FIA 
withdraws  a  FHBM  for  any  reason  the 
insurance  purchase  requirement  is 
suspended  during  the  period  of 
withdrawal.  However,  if  the  community 
is  in  the  Regular  Program  and  only  the 
FIRM  is  withdrawn  but  a  FHBM  remains 
in  effect,  then  flood  insurance  is  still 
required  for  properties  located  in  the 
identified  special  flood  hazard  areas 
shown  pn  the  FHBM,  but  the  maximum 
amount  of  insurance  available  for  new 
applications  or  renewal  is  first  layer 
coverage  under  the  Emergency  Program, 
since  the  community’s  Regular  Program 
status  is  suspended  while  the  map  is  ' 
withdrawn.  (For  definitions  see  24  CFR 
Part  1909  et  seq.). 

As  the  purpose  of  this  revision  is  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  unnecessary,  and 
cause  exists  to  make  this  amendment 
effective  upon  publication.  Accordingly, 
Subchapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Present  S  1915.6  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

$  1915.6  Administrative  withdrawal  of 
maps. 

(a)  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Maps 
(FHBM’s).  The  following  is  a  cumulative 
list  of  withdrawals  pursuant  to  this  part: 
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40FR514S 
40  FR 17015 
40  FR  20798 
40  PR  48102 
40  FR  53679 

40  FR  50872 

41  PR  1478 
41  FR  50990 
41  FR  12352 
41  FR  17728 


42  FR  8895 
42  PR  29433 
42  PR  48238 
42  PR  84078 
42  PR  84019 
44  PR  815 
44  PR  8883 
44  FR  18486 
44  FR  28838 
44  FR  34120 


(b)  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps 
(FIRM'S).  The  following  i8  a  cumulativa 
liat  of  withdrawala  pursuant  to  thia  part: 
MVPtvMK  42FR84a78 

4ePR40m 


2.  The  following  additional  entries 
(whi(^  will  not  appear  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations)  are  made  pursuant 
to  8  1915.6: 


State,  communNy  name,  and  number 

Courltif 

Hazard  K> 

dale 

RMCiMiOfI 

date 

Reason 

—  Jetmaon— 

10-1-78 

5-11-79 

1 

2-6-78 

5-11-79 

1 

AfMMrf  VI,  990263  . 

0-13-76 

5-11-79 

1 

RwAtoe— 

4-5-74 

5-11-79 

1 

.  JUhIne . 

8-29-75 

5-11-79 

1 

„  WeetCairafl.- 

8-4-78 

5-11-79 

1 

Avoyeflee.— 

9-26-75 

5-11-79 

1 

WamCamN... 

11-28-76 

6-11-79 

1 

.  Rapidaa...... 

11-12-76 

6-11-79 

1 

11-19-76 

6-11-79 

1 

.  Caldwai - 

6-13-76 

6-11-79 

1 

4-23-76 

6-11-79 

1 

Webeter _ 

3-26-76 

5-11-79 

1 

.  .  .  AwnyaSaa - 

11-19-76 

6-11-79 

1 

.  DaSolQ 

11-12-76 

6-11-79 

1 

Weet  CarroN-. 

6-11-76 

6-11-79 

1 

11-12-78 

6-11-79 

1 

12-17-76 

6-11-79 

1 

.  Sahlna  ... 

6-13-78 

5-11-79 

1 

Jackson... 

11-5-76 

5-11-79 

1 

1 

11-12-78 

6-11-79 

1 

—  —  West  Carrofl-. 

6-4-76 

6-11-79 

1 

Sabine 

5-6-76 

6-11-79 

1 

NatcNtoctwe. 

10-29-76 

6-11-79 

1 

4-25-75 

5-11-79 

1 

6-6-75 

5-11-79 

1 

USaNe _ 

6-11-78 

5-11-79 

1 

3-26-76 

5-11-79 

1 

Ri^idas - 

3-26-78 

6-11-79 

1 

6-27-75 

5-11-79 

1 

Lincoln..„ 

6-4-76 

6-11-79 

1 

88.p4rvs'  ra^  VI  9SOO^ 

SwKtoval _ 

12-31-76 

6-11-79 

88mv4svb'  Wl  Mnin9A 

Torrance 

4-15-79 

6-11-79 

1 

AI^  VI, 

_  Sandoval _ _ 

7-2-76 

6-11-79 

1 

7-6-76 

5-11-79 

9-6-75 

5-11-79 

1 

Camden 

11-29-74 

6-11-79 

1 

OUehoma,  Bdorado,  TN,  400372- 

Jackeon _ 

7-2-76 

5-11-79 

1 

/ 

Key  TO  SvMaoLS 

E— Th«  communNy  !•  pficipllng  In  ttw  Emaigahcy  Program.  It  <««  ranwin  In  ttw  Emargancy  Program  withoul  an  FHBM. 

C-Tha  community  la  participating  in  tha  Emargancy  Program.  It  ba  convartad  to  Sw  Raguiar  Program  wUhoitf  an  RA 
map. 

R— Ttia  oommunHy  ia  participating  in  ttta  Raguiar  Program. 

1.  Tha  Community  appaatad  Ha  lloodprona  daaignalion  and  FIA  datamiinad  Sw  Community  would  not  bo  kiundalod  by  a 
flood  having  a  onoiiaroont  chanoa  cH  occurranoa  in  any  givan  yaar. 

1A.  FIA  datamiinad  ttw  Community  would  not  bo  inundatod  by  a  flood  having  a  onaiiaroanl  chanoa  cf  occurranoa  in  any 
given  yaar. 

2.  Tha  Flood  Haxwd  Boiindaiy  Map  (FHBM)  oontalnad  printing  arrora  or  waa  fenpropariy  tflabfliMtad.  A  now  FHBM  wB  ba 
prapttTBd  snd  dilrihtitfl 

3.  Tha  CommunNy  lackad  lantluoa  auSwrlly  over  tha  apacW  flood  hazard  araa. 

4.  A  mora  accurala  FIA  map  la  ttw  atlacllva  map  tor  Wa  communNy. , 

6.  Tha  FHBM  dooa  not  aocuralaly  ralloct  Sw  CommunNy'a  apodal  flood  hazard  aroaa  M..  ahoat  flow  floodtog,  aairamoly 
inaccurala  map,  ate.).  A  now  FHBM  wB  ba  praparad  and  dtoMitNad. 

8  Tha  Flood  Inatvanoa  Rata  Map  waa  raadndad  baeauoa  o(  Inaocurala  flood  alavatlona  containad  on  tw  map. 

7.  Tha  Flood  Inauranoa  Rata  Map  waa  raocindad  In  ordar  to  ra  avaluata  flio  mudaflda  hazard  in  INa  CommunNy. 

8.  Tha  T8E  or  H8E  Map  waa  raadndad. 

9.  A  raviaion  01  Iho  FHBM  wNhin  a  raaaonabla  period  o(  flmo  waa  not  poaatoli.  A  nmo  FHBM  wB  ba  praparad  and  dtotributed. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  • 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Uiban  Development 
Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28. 1968  (33  FR 
17804,  Nov.  28. 1968),  as  amended  (42  U.S.a 
4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127. 44  FR 
19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal 


Insurance  Administrator.  44  FR  20963.) 

Issued:  June  6, 1979. 

Gloria  M  Jimoiez. 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

{FR  Doc  79-18342  Filed  6-18-79;  S4S  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  421S-23-M 


24  CFR  Part  1917 

[Doebsl  No.  F»-30t4] 

Final  Flood  Elavadon  Datarmination 
for  tha  City  of  St  Palar,  NIcolatt 
County,  Minn.,  Undar  tha  National 
Flood  Inauranoa  Program 

AQINCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigatton,  FEMA.* 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMAIIY:  Final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  City  of  St  Peter. 

Nicollett  County.  Minnesota. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 
EFFECUVE'oate:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  City  of  St.  Peter. 
Nicollett  County.  Ktinnesota. 
addresses:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  final 
elevations  for  the  City  of  St.  Peter. 
Nicollett  Coimty.  Minnesota,  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City  Hall,  227 
South  Front  Street,  St.  Peter,  Minnesota. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

'  Mr.  Richard  Krinun,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270. 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  The  . 
Federal  Instance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  the  City  of  St  Peter, 
Nicollett  County,  Minnesota. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stab  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 
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Part  1917.4(a)).  An  opportunity  for  the 
conununity  or  individuals  to  appeal  this 
determination  to  or  through  the 
conununity  for  a  period  of  ninety  (90) 
days  has  been  provided.  No  appeals  of 
the  proposed  base  flood  elevations  were 
received  from  the  community  or  from 
individuals  within  the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  24 
CFR  Part  1910. 

The  final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are; 


Elevation  in 
loal. 

Source  o(  liootSng  Location  national 


Minneaota  River _ SI  Julien  Strael  (extandad).  -  758 

Broadway  Avenue  <Stats  99). 


Downaaeam _ 758 

Upakaam - 759 

Locuat  Street  (extended) -  760 

Jackaon  Skaet _  761 


Upaaeam  Corporate  Umita-.  763 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18337  Filed  6-13-79t  8;4S  am) 

BIU.INQ  CODE  4310-23-M 


24  CFR  Part  1917 
[Docket  No.  FI-2858] 

Final  Flood  Elevation  Determination 
for  the  Borough  of  SeHersvIlle,  Bucka 
County,  Pa.^  Under  the  National  Flood 
Inaurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.’ 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Final  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Borough  of  Sellersville, 
Bucks  County,  Pennsylvania. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 

*  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978]  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  Borough  of 
Sellersville,  Bucks  County, 

Pennsylvania. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  final 
elevations  for  the  Borough  of 
Sellersville,  Bucks  Coimty, 

Pennsylvania,  are  available  for  review 
at  the  Municipal  Building,  140  East 
Church  Street,  Sellersville, 

Pennsylvania. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Une  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  the  Borough  of 
Sellersville,  Bucks  County, 

Pennsylvania. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a)).  An  opportunity  for  the 
community  or  individuals  to  appeal  this 
determination  to  or  through  the 
community  for  a  period  of  ninety  (90) 
days  has  been  provided.  No  appeab  of 
the  proposed  base  flood  elevations  were 
received  from  the  community  or  from 
individuals  within  the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  24 
CFR  Part  1910. 

The  final  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

EI«va6on  in 


Sourcs  of  Hooting  Location  naioniS 


East  Branch  Downstream  Corporate _  302 

Perklomen  Creek. 

Limits  Main  Street  Bridge _ 305 

Upetream  Corporate  Limits  _.  308 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1966  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 


of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1966),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1S338  Filed  fr-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  4210-23-M 

24  CFR  Part  1917 
[Docket  No.  FI-2S70] 

Final  Flood  Elevation  Determination 
for  the  Town  of  North  Provkience, 
Providence  County,  R.L,  Under  the 
National  Flood  Inaurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.’ 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Final  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  North 
Providence,  Providence  County,  Rhode 
Island. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Ih-ogram  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  of  issuance 
of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
(FIRM),  showing  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  ^e  Town  of  Nor^ 
Providence,  Providence  County,  Rhode 
Island. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  final 
elevations  for  the  Town  of  North 
Providence,  Providence  County,  Rhode 
Island,  are  available  for  review  at  the 
bulletin  board  at  the  Town  Hall,  2008 
Smith  Street,  North  Providence,  Rhode 
Island. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 45l5eventh  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 


'  The  functions  of  die  Federal  Insuiance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
DevelopmenL  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emeigency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3, 1979). 
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SUPPLCMENTARY  mFORMAHON:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  the  Town  of  North 
Providence.  Providence  County,  Rhode 
Island. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xni  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448).  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a)).  An  opportunity  for  the 
community  or  individuals  to  appeal  this 
determination  to  or  through  the 
community  for  a  period  of  ninety  (90) 
days  has  been  provided.  No  appeals  of 
the  proposed  base  flood  elevations  were 
received  from  the  community  or  from 
individuals  within  the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  24 
CFR  Part  1910. 

The  final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


SOUFM  of  OoOdhj 

Elovallon  In 
•e^ 

Location  neSonal 

geodetic 
vemoel  datum 

Woonasquatucket 

Qieystotw  Avenue - 

113 

River. 

SrnMh  Street _ 

105 

riedaem  Street  (Extended) .«. 

99 

ASendale  Street _ 

69 

Southwest  Corporate  Limita.~ 

72 

West  River. 

166 

ApOftmonl  npoduNoy . 

173 

Brook  Farm  Road 

164 

west  River  Parkway - 

136 

Mkiaral  Spring  Avaraia - 

121 

Alexander  Street  (Extended)- 

110 

Douglas  Avenue - 

90 

South  Corporate  UmRs _ _ 

81 

East  Btwich  West  , 

Conner  Street - 

150 

River. 

Brook  Farm  Rbad - 

141 

Side  Drive  (Extanded) - 

137 

Brook  Dale  Road - 

136 

Lincoln  Doems  Brook.. 

AngeN  Road. — 

181 

Denianvn  Drive _ 

169 

Mkiaral  Spring  Avenue _ _ 

167 

Alexander  Street _ 

150 

Lexington  Avenue _ 

117 

Upper  Canada  Pond 

Garfieid  Street _ 

92 

Brook. 

Ch«lea  Stteet. _ 

91 

Mkieral  Spring  Avenue _ _ 

62 

Southeast  Corporats  Limits.... 

60 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FK  Doc.  7»-lSS3e  FUod  S-IS-TS;  8:45  ani] 

MLUNQ  CODE  4210-»-M 


24  CFR  Part  1917 

[Docket  No.  FI-2885] 

Final  Flood  Elevation  Determination 
for  the  Town'of  Lyndon,  Caledonia 
County,  Vt  Under  the  National  Flood 
inaurance  Program 

AOENCV:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

tUMMARY:  Final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  Lyndon, 
Caledonia  County.  Vermont. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  of  Issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  Town  of  Lyndon. 
ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  final 
elevations  for  the  Town  of  Lyndon,  are 
available  for  review  at  Town  Hall.  24 
Main  Street  Lyndonville,  Vermont. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORIIATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  / 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  the  Town  of  Lyndon, 
Vermont 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
then  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a)).  An  opportunity  for  the 
community  or  individuals  to  appeal  this 
determination  to  or  through  the 
community  for  a  period  of  ninety  (90) 
days  has  been  provided.  No  appeals  of 
the  proposed  base  flood  elevations  were 
received  fitim  the  community  or  from 
individuals  within  the  community. 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  dt  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Orto 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  mangement  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  24 
CFR  Part  1910. 

The  final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


ElevaSon 
In  tost 

Sourea  o(  Sooting  Lx>caSon  naSonal 

gaodsiic 
vertical  datum 


PasaunsMic  RIvar _ RaSroad  BrWga ...... _  .  689 

U.a  5 _ 707 

Varmoni  122 . 708 

At  conSuanca  wHh  MWsrs  709 

Run. 

U.S.  5 _ 709 

Varmont  1 14  711 

RMroad  Bridge _  716 

VannonllU _ 717 

TH  36 _  716 

TH40 _ 741 

Vannont114 _ 752 

Calendar  Brook _  Routes _  734 

Hanriiins  Brook _ TH69 _ 689 

TH6 _  706 

MWars  Run _ Varmont  122 . 709 

1-91 _ 714 

TH  31 _  718 

Whaalock  Branch _ SA  10 _ 706 

Ml -  708 

TH1 _ 706 

TH88 _  709 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urbcui  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19067;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  1, 1979 
Gloria  M.  Jimenez. 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18340  Nad  8-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BtUBM  CODE  4210-23-M 


24  CFR  Part  1917 

[DockBt  No.  FI-3432] 

Hnal  Flood  Elavation  Datermlnation 
for  tha  County  of  Douglas,  Waah. 
Undar  tha  National  Flood  Inauranca 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

summary:  Final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  listed  below  for  selected 
locations  in  the  County  of  Douglas. 
Washington. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
management  measures  that  the 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 
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community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  date  of  issuance  of 
the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM), 
showing  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations,  for  the  County  of  Douglas, 
Washington. 

AOOfiESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  final 
elevations  for  the  County  of  Douglas, 
Washington,  are  available  for  review  on 
the  bulletin  board  in  the  Courthouse, 
Douglas  County,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Une  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW^  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  final  determinations  of 
flood  elevations  for  the  County  of 
Douglas,  Washington. 

This  final  rule  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-^),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4(a)).  An  opportunity  for  the 
community  of  individuals  to  appeal  this 
determination  to  or  through  the 
community  for  a  period  of  ninety  (90) 
days  has  been  provided.  No  appeals  of 
the  proposed  based  flood  elevations 
were  received  from  the  community  or 
from  individuals  within  the  community. 

The  Administrator  has  developed 
criteria  for  flood  plain  management  in 
flood-prone  areas  in  accordance  with  24 
CFR  Part  1910. 

The  final  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Etovaflofi 

ktfMi 

Soutca  o(  flooding  Location  national 

vertical  datum 


Oouglat  Croak _ Burlkiglon  Northom  Raflrood  971 

atPaiiaades. 

U.S.  Routa  2  Bridge  at  2.370 

Oougfka. 

KummerOraw _  Dowgiaa  Avonua _  2.374 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
oi  1968).  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended  (42 
US.C  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  d^egation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 


Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-U341  FUad  S-1S-7K  SstS  am] 
BHXINQ  CODE  4310-23-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Fiscal  Service 
31  CFR  Part  306 

General  Regulations  Governing  United 
States  Securities 

agency:  Department  of  the  Treasury. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  of  the  General  Regulations 
governing  United  States  securities  is  to 
extend  the  tables  contained  in  the 
appendix  to  Subpart  E  to  provide 
decimal  factors  for  daily  interest 
computations  for  interest  payable  on  a 
semiannual  or  annual  basis  for  interest 
rates  of  up  to  12  percent  per  aimum. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  14, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  A. 

E.  Martin,  Attorney-Advisor,  Bureau  of 
the  Public  Debt,  (202)  376-0636. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Tables  I 
and  n  in  the  appendix  to  Subpart  E  of 
the  regulations  provide  decimal  factors 
which  are  used  to  compute  daily 
accrued  interest  on  a  security,  based  on 
the  annual  interest  rate  paid  thereon. 
Both  Table  I,  which  provides  the 
decimal  factors  for  interest  payable  on  a 
semiaimual  basis,  and  Table  11,  whit:h 
provides  the  decimal  factors  for  interest 
payable  on  an  aimual  basis,  now  only 
cover  interest  rates  extending  to  6 
percent  per  annum.  In  view  of  current 
interest  rates  being  paid  on  United 
States  securities,  these  tables  are  being 
extended  to  cover  interest  rates  of  up  to 
12  percent  per  annum. 

Accordingly,  Department  of  the 
Treasury  Cir^ar  No.  300,  Fourth 
Revision,  dated  March  15, 1973  (31  CFR, 
Part  306),  is  hereby  amended  by  the 
deletion  of  Tables  I  and  II  in  the 
Appendix  to  Subpart  E  and  the  addition 
of  new  Tables  I  and  IL 

The  foregoing  amendment  was 
effected  under  audiority  of  die  Second 
Liberty  Bond  Act  (40  Stat.  288,  as 
amended:  31  U.S.C.  752,  et  seq.)  and  5 
U.S.C.  321.  Since  this  amendment 
involves  die  fiscal  policy  of  the  United 
States  and  does  not  meet  the 
Department’s  criteria  for  significant 
regulations,  it  has  been  determined  that 
notice  and  public  procedures  thereon 
are  unnecessary. 

Dated:  June  S.  1979. 

Paul  H.  Taykr, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

BtLUNQ  CODE  4910-40-M 
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mBIE  i-decimm:.  for  l  eay's  unsiEsr  GN  $1,000  pt  varioos  rkies  cf  inierest,  paxabie  semiannoallx 

OR  ON  A  SEMIAINJAL  BASIS  IN  REGDIAR  YEARS  OF  365  DAYS  AND  IN  LEAP  YEARS  OF  366  DAYS  (TO  DdERMINE 
APPUCABIE  NUMBER  OF  LAYS,  SEE  "OOMFDlAnON  OF  INIEREST  ON  SEMIANNUAL  BASIS”) 


Rate  per  annum  Half-year  of  184  Half-year  of  183  Half-year  of  182  Half^ear  of  181 
(percent)  days  ^  days  days  days 


1/8 - 

$0.003396739 

$0.003415301 

$0.003434066 

$0.003453039 

V4 - 

.006793478 

.006830601 

.006868132 

.006906077 

3/8 - 

.010190217 

.010245902 

.010302198 

.010359116 

1/2 - 

.013586957 

.013661202 

.013736264 

.013812155 

5/8 - 

.016983696 

.017076503 

.017170330 

.017265193 

3/4 - 

.020380435 

.02]3491803 

.020604396 

.020718232 

7/8 - 

.023777174 

.023907104 

.024038462 

.024171271 

1 - ^ - 

.027173913 

.027322404 

.027472527 

.027624309 

1  1/8 - - 

.030570652 

.030737705  " 

.030906593 

.031077348 

1  1/4- - 

.033967391 

.034153005 

.034340659 

.034530387 

1  3/8 - 

.037364130 

.037568306 

.037774725 

.037983425 

1  1/2 - 

.040760870 

.040983607 

.041208791 

.041436464 

1  5/8 - 

.044157609 

.044398907 

.044642857 

.044889503 

1  3/4 - ^ 

.047554348 

.047814208 

.048076923- 

.048342541 

1  7/8 - 

.050951087  • 

.051229508 

.051510989 

.051795580  • 

2 - ; - 

.054347826 

.054644809 

.054945055 

.055248619 

2  1/8 - 

.057744565 

.058060109 

.058379121 

.058701657 

2  1/4 - — 

.061141304 

.061475410 

.061813187 

.062154696 

2  3/8 - 

.064538403 

.064890710 

.065247253 

.065607735 

2  1/2 - 

.067934783 

.068306011 

-  .068681319 

.069060773 

2  5/8 - 

.071331522 

.071721311 

.072115385 

.072513812 

2  3/4 - 

.074728261 

.075136612 

.075549451 

.075966851 

2  7/8 - 

.078125000 

.078551913 

'  .078983516 

.079419890 

3 - 

.081521739 

.081967213 

.082417582 

.032872928 

3  1/8 - 

.084918478 

.085382514 

.085851648 

.036325967 

3  1/4 - 

.088315217 

.088797814 

.089285714 

.039779006 

3  3/8 - 

.091711957 

.092213115 

.092719780 

.093232044 

3  1/2 - 

.095108696 

.095628415 

.096153846 

.096685083 

3  5/8 - 

.098505435 

.099043716 

.099587912 

.100138122 

3  3/4 - 

.101902174 

.102459016 

.103021978 

.103591160 

3  7/8 - 

.105298913 

.105874317 

.106456044 

.107044199 

4 - 

.108695652 

.109289617 

.109890110 

.110497238 

4  1/8 - 

.112092391 

.112704918 

.113324176 

.113950276 

4  1/4 - 

.115489130 

.116120219 

.116758242 

.117403315 

4  3/8 - 

.U8885870 

.119535519 

.120192308 

.120856354  . 

4  1/2 - 

.122282609 

.122950820 

.123626374 

.124309392 

4  5/8 - 

.125679348 

.126366120 

.127060440 

*  .127762431 

4  3/4 - 

.129076087  . 

.129781421 

.130494505 

.131215470 

4  7/8 - 

.132472826 

.133196721 

.133928571 

.134668508 

5 - 

.135869565 

.136612022 

.137362637 

.138121547 

5  1/8 - 

.139266304 

.140027322 

.140796703 

.141574586 

5  1/4 - 

.142663043 

.143442623 

.144230769 

.145027624 

5  3/8; - 

.146059783 

.146857923 

.147664835 

.148480663 

5  1/2 - 

.149456522 

.150273224 

.151098901 

.151933702 

5  5/8 - 

.152853261 

.153688525 

.154532967 

.155386740 

5  3/4 - 

.156250000 

.157103825 

.157967033 

.158839779 

5  7/8 - 

.159646739 

.160519126 

.161401099 

.162292818 

6 - 

.163043478 

.163934426 

.164835165 

.165745856 

6  1/8 - 

.166440217 

.167349727 

.168269231 

.169198895 

6  V4 - - 

.169836957 

.170765027 

-  .171703297 

.172651934 

6  3/8 - : - ^ 

.173233696 

.174180328 

.175137363 

.176104972 

6  1/2 - 

.176630435 

.177595628 

.178571429 

.179558011 

6  5/8 - r- 

.180027174 

.181010929 

.182005495 

.183011050 

6  3/4 - 

.183423913 

.184426230 

.185439560 

.186464088 

6  7/8 - 

.186820652 

.187841530 

.188873626 

.189917127 
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Rate  per  annxn 
(percent) 

Hedf-year  of  184 
days 

Hcilf-year  of  183 
days 

.Half-year  of  182 
days 

Half-year  of 
days 

7 - 

.190217391 

.191256831 

.192307692 

.193370166 

7  1/8 - 

.193614130 

.194672131 

.195741758 

.196823204' 

7  1/4 - 

.197010870 

.198087432’ 

.199175824 

.200276243 

7  3/8 - 

.200407609 

.201502732 

.202609890 

.203729282 

7  1/2 - : - 

.203804348 

.204918033 

.206043956 

' .207182320 

7  5/8 - 

.207201087 

.208333333 

.209478022 

.210635359 

7  3/4 - 

.210597826 

.211748634 

.212912088 

.214088398 

7  7/8 - 

.213994565 

.215163934 

.216346154 

.217541436 

8 - 

.217391304 

.218579235 

.219780220 

.220994475 

8  1/8 - ^ - 

.220788043 

.221994536 

.223214286 

.224447514 

8  1/4 - 

.224184783 

.225409836 

.226648352 

.227900552 

8  3/8 - 

.227581522 

.228825137 

.230082418 

.231353591 

8  1/2 - 

.230978261 

.232240437 

.233516484 

.234806630 

8  5/8 - 

.234375000 

*.235655738 

.236950549 

.238259669 

8  3/4 - 

.237771739 

.239071038 

.240384615 

.241712707 

8  7/8 - 

.241168478 

.242486339 

.243818681 

.245165746 

9 - 

.244565217 

.245901639 

.247252747 

.248618785 

9  1/8 - 

.247961957 

.249316940 

.250686813 

.252071823 

9  1/4 - 

.251358696 

.252732240 

.254120879 

.255524862 

9  3/8 - 

.254755435 

.256147541 

.257554945 

.258977901 

9  1/2 - 

.258152174 

.259562842 

.260989011 

.262430939 

9  5/8 - 

.261548913 

.262978142 

.264423077 

.265883978 

9  3/4 - 

.264945652 

.266393443 

.267857143 

.269337017 

9  7/8 - 

.268342391 

.269808743 

.271291209 

.272790055 

10 - 

.271739130 

.273224044 

.274725275 

.276243094 

10  1/8 - 

.275135870 

.276639344 

.278159341 

.279696133 

10  1/4 - 

.278532609 

.280054645 

.281593407 

.283149171 

10  3/8 - 

.281929348 

.283469945 

.285027473 

.286602210 

10  1/2 - 

.285326087 

.286885246 

.288461538 

.290055249 

10  5/8 - 

.288722826 

.290300546 

.291895604 

.293508287 

10  3/4 - 

.292119565 

.293715847 

.295329670 

.296961326 

10  7/8 - 

.295516304 

.297131148 

.298763736 

.300414365 

11 - 

.298913043 

.300546448 

.302197802 

.303867403 

11  1/8 - 

.302309783 

.303961749 

.305631868 

.307320442 

11  1/4 - 

.305706522 

.307377049 

.309065934 

.310773481 

11  3/8 - 

.309103261 

.310792350 

.312500000 

.314226519 

11  1/2 - 

.312500000 

.314207650 

.315934066 

.317679558 

11  5/8 - 

.315896739 

.317622951 

.319368132 

.321132597 

11  3/4 - 

.319293478 

.321038251 

.322802198 

.324585635 

U  7/8 - 

.322690217 

.324453552 

.326236264 

.328038674 

12-: - 

.326086957 

.327868852 

.329670330 

.331491713 
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TABLE  II  -  DECIMAL  FOR  1  DAY'S  INTEREST  ON  $1,000  AT  VARIOUS  RATES  OF 

INTEREST,  PAYABLE  ANNUALLY  OR  ON  AN  ANNUAL  BASIS,  IN  REGULAR  YEARS 


- 

OF  365  DAYS  MID/IN  LEAP  YEARS  OF 

366  DAYS.  - 

RATE  PER 

ANNUM 

REGULAR  YEAR,’ 

LEAP  YEAR, 

percent) 

365  DAYS 

366  DAYS 

1/8 

f  . 

.003424658 

.003415301 

1/4 

.006849315  ' 

.006830601 

3/8 

.010273973 

.010245902 

1/2 

.013698630 

.013661202 

5/8 

.017123288 

.017076503 

3/4 

.020547945 

.020491803 

7/8 

\  .023972603 

.023907104 

1 

.027397260 

.027322404 

1  1/8 

.  .030821918  • 

.030737705 

11/4 

.034246575. 

.034153005 

1  3/8 

.■037671^33 

.037568306 

1  1/2 

.041095890 

.040983607 

1  5/8 

.044520548 

'  .044398907 

1  3/4 

.047945205 

.047814208 

1  7/8 

■  .051369863 

.051229508 

2 

.054794521 

.054644809 

2  1/8 

.058219178 

.058060109 

2  1/4 

.061643836 

.061475410 

2  3/8 

.065068493 

.064890710 

2  1/2 

.068493151 

.068306011 

2  5/8 

.071917808 

.071721311 

2  3/4 

.075342466 

.075136612 

2  7/8 

.078767123 

.078551913 

3 

-.082191781 

.081967213 

3  1/8 

.085616438 

.085382514 

3  1/4 

.089041096 

.088797814 

3  3/8 

.092465753 

.092213115  . 

3  1/2 

.095890411  ' 

.095628415 

3  5/8 

.099315068 

.099043716 

3  3/4 

.102739726 

.102459016 

3  7/8 

.106164384 

.105874317 

4 

.109589041 

.109289617 

4  1/8 

.  .113013699 

.112704918 

4  1/4 

.116438356 

.116120219 

4  3/8 

.119863014 

.119535519 

4  1/2 

.123287671 

.122950820 

4  5/8 

.126712329 

.126366120 

4  3/4 

.130136986 

.129781421 

4  7/8 

.133561644 

.133196721 

5 

.136986301 

.136612022' 

5  1/8 

.140410959 

.140027322 

5  1/4 

.143835616 

.143442623 

5  3/8 

.147260274 

.146857923 

5  1/2 

.150684932 

.150273224 

5  5/8 

.154109589 

.153688525 

5  3/4 

.157534247 

.157103825 

5  7/8 

.160958904 

.160519126 

6 

.164383562 

.163934426 

6  1/8 

.167808219 

.167349727 

6  1/4 

.171232877 

.170765027 

6  3/8 

.174657534 

.174180328  , 

6  1/2 

.178082192 

.177595628 

6  5/8 

.181506849 

.181010929 

6  3/4 

.184931507 

.184426230 

6  7/8 

.188356164 

.187841530 

34128 
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RATE  PER 

ANNUM 

percent) 

REGULAR  YEAR, 

365  DAYS 

LEAP  YEAR, 

366  DAYS 

7 

.191780822 

.191256831 

7  1/8 

.195205479 

.194672131 

7  1/4 

-.198630137 

.198087432 

7  3/8 

.202054795 

.201502732 

7  1/2 

.205479452 

.204918033 

7  5/8 

.208904110 

.208333333 

7  3/4 

.212328767 

.211748634 

7  7/8 

.215753425 

.215163934 

8 

.219178082 

.218579235 

8  1/8 

.222602740 

.221994536 

8  1/4 

.226027397 

.225409836 

8  3/8 

.229452055 

.228825137 

8  1/2 

.232876712 

.232240437 

8  5/8 

.236301370 

.235655738 

8  3/4 

•  .239726027 

.239071038 

8  7/8 

.243150685 

.242486339 

9 

.246575342 

.245901639  . 

9  1/8 

.250000000 

.249316940 

9  1/4 

.253424658 

.252732240 

9  3/8 

.256849315 

.256147541 

9  1/2 

.260273973 

.259562842 

9  5/8 

.263698630 

.262978142 

9  3/4 

.267123288 

.266393443 

9  7/8 

.270547945 

.269808743 

10 

.273972603 

.273224044 

10  1/8 

.277397260 

.276639344 

10  1/4 

.280821918 

.280054645 

10  3/8 

.284246575 

.283469945 

10  1/2 

.287671233 

.286885246 

10  5/8 

.291095890 

.290300546 

10  3/4 

.294520548 

.293715847 

10  7/8 

.297945205 

.297131148 

11 

.301369863 

.300546448 

11  1/8 

.304794521 

.303961749 

11  1/4 

.308219178 

.307377049 

11  3/8 

.311643836 

.310792350 

11  1/2 

.315068493 

.314207650 

11  5/8 

.318493151  . 

.317622951 

11  3/4 

.321917808 

.321038251 

11  7/8 

.325342466 

.324453552 

12 

.328767123 

.327868852 

PH  Doc.  7B-1827«  FUod  ft-19-71;  •:45  am] 
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INFORMATION  SECURITY  OVERSIGHT 
OFFICE  • 

32  CFR  Parts  2000  and  2001 

Re*titling  of  Chapter,  Deletion  of 
Obsolete  Regulation;  Designation  of 
Published  Regulations 

agency:  Information  Security  Oversight 
OHice. 

ACTION:  Final  rules. 

'summary:  Executive  Order  12065  (43  FR 
28949,  July  3. 1978J  provided  for  the 
classification,  downgradi^, 
declassification  and  safeguarding  of 
national  security  information.  The 
executive  order  is  intended  to  increase 
openness  in  Government  by  limiting 
classiHcation  and  accelerating 
delassification  but  at  the  same  time, 
provide  improved  protection  in  the 
interest  of  national  security.  The' 
executive  order  provides  for  the 
Information  Security  Oversight  Office 
(ISOO)  to  develop  and  promulgate 
directives  to  implement  the  Order.  This 
document  makes  technical  and  editorial 
changes  to  the  chapter  in  which  the 
directives  are  and  will  be  published. 

^  EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  14. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  W.  Wells,  (202)  633-6880. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Information  Security  Oversight  OfHce 
administrative  procedures  will  be 
published  at  a  later  time.  The 
regulations  published  on  October  5, 1978 
(43  FR  46280)  set  forth  guidelines  to 
agencies  on  original  and  derivative 
classiHcation,  downgrading, 
declassiHcation  and  safeguarding  of 
national  security  information. 

Title  32  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

CHAPTER  XX~INFORMATION 
SECURITY  OVERSIGHT  OFFICE 

1.  The  title  of  Chapter  XX  is  revised 
by  deleting  the  present  heading 
‘’Interagency  Classification  Review 
Committee”  and  inserting  “Information 
Security  Oversight  Office.” 

PART  2000— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PROCEDURES  [RESERVED] 

2.  In  Chapter  XX,  "Part  2000 — 
Administrative  Procedures”  is  deleted 
and  reserved. 


PART  2001— NATIONAL  SECURITY 
INFORMATION;  CLASSIFICATION; 
DECLASSIFICATION  AND 
DOWNGRADING;  SAFE  GUARDING; 
IMPLEMENTATION  AND  REVIEW; 
GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

3.  The  regulations  appearing  at  43  FR 
46280,  Oct(^er  5, 1978  are  designated  as 
“Part  2001 — ^National  security 
information:  classification: 
declassification  and  downgrading; 
safeguarding;  implementation  and 
review;  general  provisions.” 

4.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  2001 
is: 

Authority:  Sec.  6-204,  E.0. 12065,  43  FR 
26949,  July  3. 197i 
Michael  T.  Blouin, 

Director,  Information  Security  Oversight 
Office. 

June  12. 1979. 

[PR  Doc.  79-18533  Filed  e-l»-79;  8:45  am] 
aiUJNG  CODE  SS20-Z7-U 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Parts  80  and  95 
[COD  76-109] 

Pilot  Rules  for  Inland  Waters  and  for 
Western  Rivers;  Flashing  Yellow  Light 
at  the  Head  of  Tows  Being  Pushed 
Ahead 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  dociunent  amends  the 
regulations  governing  the  lighting  of 
bargM  by  requiring  the  use  of  a  flashing 
yellow  li^t  at  the  head  of  barges  being 
pushed  ahead  on  Inland  Rules  waters 
and  by  making  the  Western  Rivers  Rules 
requirement  for  flashing  yellow  lights 
more  flexible. 

effectwe  date:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  May  1, 1980,  but  compliance 
with  it  is  optional  immediately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Chris  Liana,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems  (G-WLE-4/ 
73).  Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  DC  20590,  (202)  426-4958. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  NIFORMATION:  A  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  on  this  subject 
was  published  on  July  13, 1978  (43  ^ 
30256).  Interested  persons  were  given 
until  August  14, 1978  to  submit 
comments. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  Involved  in  the 
dtafting  of  this  rale  are  Chris  Liana, 


Project  Manager.  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  and  Michael 
Mervin.  Project  Counsel  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel 

Discussion  of  Comments 

We  received  six  letters  of  comment  in 
response  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  Three  of  these  favored  the 
proposal  and  three  were  generally 
opposed.  , 

One  comment  suggested  that  there 
might  be  insufficient  justification  for  the 
new  requirement  and  questioned 
whether  the  1973  accident  cited  in  the 
preamble  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  the  only  basis  for  the 
proposed  rule.  The  1973  accident  which 
caused  three  deaths,  was  cited  because 
it  was  the  particular  incident  prompting 
the  change  in  the  lighting  requirements. 
Other  similar  accidents,  although  not 
frequently  involving  fatalities,  occur 
regularly.  A  search  of  the  reported 
accidents  for  1977,  for  example,  revealed 
at  least  three  such  accidents  .causing 
personal  injury  and  property  damage.  In 
addition,  other  preventable  incidents 
may  not  have  been  reported,  especially 
where  damage  was  minor  or  in  the  case 
of  “close  calls”. 

Two  commented  that  the  proposed 
language  allowing  the  horizontal  arc  of 
visibility  to  extend  to  either  on  the  beam 
or  up  to  2  points  abaft  the  beam  was  not 
clear.  We  agree  and  have  reworded  that 
provision  to  eliminate  the  confusion. 

One  commented  that  the  flashing 
yellow  light  would  not  increase  safety 
because  pleasure  boat  operators  would 
steer  toward  it  rather  than  away  from  it. 
We  disagree.  The  danger  this 
requirement  attempts  to  counter  is  that 
the  tow  may  not  be  seen  at  all  We 
believe  that  the  flashing  yellow  light  is 
the  most  effective  way  to  draw  attention 
to  the  tow.  and  that  once  it  is  seen,  it 
will  be  properly  identified. 

One  comment  objected  to  the 
proposed  requirement  for  a  flashing 
yellow  light  at  the  head  of  barges  being 
towed  alongside.  We  reviewed  that  part 
of  the  proposal  and  agree  that  barges 
being  towed  alongside  do  not  pose  the 
same  hazard  (of  not  being  seen)  as  do 
barges  being  pushed  ahead,  and  so  we 
are  not  requiring  the  use  of  a  flashing 
yellow  light  at  the  head  of  barges  being 
towed  alongside. 

Two  commented  that  a  flashing 
yellow  light  at  the  heed  of  a  tow  could 
be  confused  with  the  intermittent 
flashing  yellow  light  carried  by 
submarines.  We  ^agree.  llie  flash 
characteristic  for  to^vt  (90  to  70  flashes 
per  minute)  is  sufficiently  different  6*081 
the  flash  characteristic  for  submarines 
(one  flash  per  second  for  3  seconds 
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followed  by  a  3  second  off  period)  to 
make  mistaken  identity  very  unlikely. 

The  proposed  rule  expressed  arcs  of 
the  horizon  in  points  of  the  compass. 

This  has  been  changed  to  read  in 
degrees  in  keeping  with  modem 
navigation  rule  practice. 

Evaluation 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  "Improving 
Government  Regulations,  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures”  (44  FR 11034, 
February  26, 1979).  A  final  evaluation  of 
the  rule  has  been  prepared,  and  has 
been  included  in  Uie  public  docket.  A 
copy  of  this  evaluation  is  available  for 
examination  at  the  Marine  Safety 
Council  (G-CMC/81),  Room  8117, 
Department  of  Transportation,  Nassif 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street  SW, 
Washington,  DC  20590. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 

Parts  80  and  95  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  are  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  80— PILOT  RULES  FOR  INLAND 
WATERS 

1.  In  §  80.16,  by  adding  a  sentence  at 
the  end  of  paragraph  (f)  and  by  revising 
.  paragraph  (g)  to  read  as  follows: 

§80.16  Lights  for  barges,  canal  boats, 
scows  and  other  nondescript  vessels  on 
certain  Inland  waters  on  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  coasts. 

*  *  *  *  « 

(f)  Barges,  canal  boats  or  scows  must 
when  being  propelled  by  pushing  ahead 
of  a  steam  vessel,  display  a  red  light  on 
the  port  bow  and  a  green  light  on  the 
starboard  bow  of  the  head  barge,  canal 
boat  or  scow,  carried  at  a  height 
sufficiently  above  the  superstructure  of 
the  barge,  canal  boat  or  scow  as  to 
permit  said  sidelights  to  be  visible;  and 
if  there  is  more  than  one  barge,  canal 
boat  or  scow  abreast,  the  colored  lights 
must  be  displayed  from  the  outer  side  of 
the  outside  barges,  canal  boats  or 
scows.  Additionally,  a  flashing  yellow 
light  must  be  displayed  at  the  forward 
end  of  the  tow,  so  placed  to  be  as  nearly 
as  practicable  on  the  centerline  of  the 
tow. 

(g) (1)  The  colored  sidelights  referred 
to  in  this  section  shall  be  fltted  with 
inboard  screens  so  as  to  prevent  them 
from  being  seen  across  the  bow,  and  of 
such  character  as  to  be  visible  on  a  dark 
night,  with  a  clear  atmosphere,  at  a 
distance  of  at  least  2  miles,  and  so 
constructed  as  to  show  a  imiform  and 
unbroken  light  over  an  arc  of  the  horizon 
of  10  points  of  the  compass,  and  so  flxed 


as  to  throw  the  light  from  right  ahead  to 
2  points  abaft  the  beam  on  either  side. 

(2)  The  flashing  yellow  light  must — 

(i)  be  visible  on  a  dark  night  with  a 
clear  atmosphere  at  a  distance  of  at 
least  2  miles; 

(ii)  flash  50  to  70  times  per  minute; 
and 

(iii)  be  constructed  to  show  a  imiform 
light  over  an  arc  of  the  horizon  from 
right  ahead  to  at  least  90  degrees,  but  no 
more  than  112.5  degrees  on  each  side  of 
the  tow. 

***** 

2.  In  §  80.16a,  by  substituting  for  the 
word  “amber"  in  paragraph  (b)  the  word 
“yellow”  and  by  revising  paragraph  (j) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  80.16a  Lights  for  barges,  canal  boats, 
scows  and  other  nondescript  vessels  on 
certain  inland  waters  on  the  Gulf  Coast  and 
the  Gulf  Intracoastai  Waterway. 
***** 

(b)  When  one  or  more  barges,  canal 
boate,  scows,  or  other  vessels  of 
nondescript  type  not  otherwise  provided 
for,  are  being  towed  by  pushing  ahead  of 
a  steam  vessel,  or  by  a  combination  of 
pushing  ahead  or  towing  alongside  of  a 
steam  vessel,  such  tow  must  lighted 
by  a  flashing  yellow  light  at  the  extreme 
forward  end  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to 
be  as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the 
centerline  of  the  tow,  a  green  light  on 
the  starboard  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed 
as  to  mark  the  maximum  projection  of 
the  tow  to  starboard,  and  a  red  light  on 
the  port  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to 
mark  the  maximum  projection  of  the  tow 
to  port. 

***** 

s 

U)  The  flashing  yellow  light  must — 

(1)  be  visible  on  a  dark  night  with  a 
clear  atmosphere  at  a  distance  of  at 
least  2  miles; 

(2)  flash  50  to  70  times  per  minute;  and 

(3)  be  constructed  to  show  a  uniform 
light  over  an  arc  of  the  horizon  from 
ri^t  ahead  to  at  least  90  degrees,  but  no 
more  them  112.5  degrees  on  each  side  of 
the  tow. 

***** 

PART  95— PILOT  RULES  FOR 
WESTERN  RIVERS 

3.  In  §  95.29,  by  substituting  for  the 
word  "amber”  in  paragraph  (a)  the  word 
"yellow”  and  by  revising  paragraph  (d) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  95.29  Lights  for  barges  towed  ahead  or 
alongside. 

(a)  When  one  or  more  barges  are 
being  towed  by  pushing  ahead  of  a 
steam  vessel,  or  by  a  combination  of 
pushing  ahead  and  towing  alongside  of 


a  steam  vessel,  such  tow  must  be  lighted 
by  a  flashing  yellow  light  at  the  extreme 
forward  end  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to 
be  as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the  ‘ 
centerline  of  the  tow,  a  green  light  on 
the  starboard  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed 
to  marie  the  maximum  projection  of  the 
tow  to  starboard,  and  a  red  light  on  the 
port  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to 
mark  the  maximum  projection  of  the  tow 
to  port. 

***** 

(d)  The  flashing  yellow  light  must — 

(1)  be  visible  on  a  dark  night  with  a 
clear  atmosphere  at  a  distance  of  at 
least  2  miles;  . 

(2)  flash  50  to  70  times  per  minute;  and 

(3)  be  constructed  to  show  a  uniform 
light  over  an  arc  of  the  horizon  from 
ri^t  ahead  to  at  least  90  degrees,  but  no 
more  than  112.5  degrees  on  each  side  of 
the  tow. 

*  *  4  •  * 

(33  U.S.C.  353, 49  U.S.C.  1655(b)(1);  49  CFR 
1.48(b)) 

Dated:  June  4, 1979. 

R.  R  Scarborough, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Acting 
Commandant. 

PK  Doc.  70-18604  Filed  6-13-70;  8:45  am] 
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33  CFR  Part  117 

[CGD  79-075]  ^ 

Drawbrldg*  Operation  Regulations; 
Lake  Washington,  WA 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule. 

summary:  At  the  request  of  the  State  of 
Washington  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT)  the  Coast  Guard 
is  amending  the  telephone  requests 
procedure  contained  in  the  regulations 
governing  the  operation  of  the  pontoon 
bridge  across  Lake  Washington  between 
Foster  Island  and  Evergreen  Point  to 
delete  the  ’Toll  Office”  as  the  place  to 
call  and  insert  the  "Highway  Radio”  in 
its  stead.  This  is  due  to  the  closing  of  the 
Toll  Offlee  as  of  June  22, 1979.  The 
change  from  call  letters  "KOW”  to 
“KOH"  for  the  Seattle  Marine  Operator 
Station  was  also  requested  by  the 
Washington  DOT. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  June  14, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Frank  L  Teuton,  Jr.,  Chief,  Drawbridge 
Regulations  Branch  (G-V.TBR/73),  Room 
7300,  Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washi^ton,  D.C.  20590 
(202-426-0942). 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Since 
this  action  merely  brings  the  regvilation 
into  conformity  with  present 
circumstances,  and  does  not  change  the 
operating  procedures  for  the  bridge,  the 
Coast  Guard  finds  good  cause  under  5 
U.S.C.  553(b)(B)  for  not  issuing  a  general 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking.  So  that 
the  regulatory  revision  may  be 
concurrent  wijh  die  change  that  it 
reflects,  the  Coast  Guard  finds  good 
cause  under  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(3)  for 
making  it  effective  in  less  Aan  30  days. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  rule  are:  Frank  L  Teuton, 

Jr.,  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  and  Coleman 
Sachs,  Project  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel. 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
117  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  revising 
i  117.801(b)(1)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 17.801  Lake  Washington,  Wash^ 
pontoon  bridge  between  Foster  Island  and 
Evergreen  Point,  Wash. 

*  •  «  *  * 

(b)*** 

fl)  Telephone  requests  for  bridge 
openings  will  be  directed  as  collect  calls 
to  the  Highway  Radio.  The  call  may  also 
be  made  by  direct  telephone 
communication,  throu^  the  Seattle 
Marine  Operator,  Station  KOH,  or 
through  other  marine  wire  or 
radiotelephone  service. 
***** 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat  362,  as  amended,  sec.  e(g)(2), 
80  Stat  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C 
1655(g)(2);  49  C3^  1.46(c)(5).) 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

R.  H.  Scarborough, 

Vice  Admiral,  US.  Coast  Guard  Acting 
Commandant 

IFR  Doc  7S-18aS7  FiM  6-13-7B;  S;4S  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 
43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5664 
[N-0586481 

Nevada;  Revocation  of  Public  Land 
Orders  No.  3501,  No.  3574,  and  No.  . 
3814 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(Interior). 


action:  Final  rule. 

•ummary:  This  order  revokes  three 
public  land  orders  which  withdrew 
15,216  acres  of  land  for  the  proposed 
Moapa  Valley  Pumping  Project  This 
action  will  restore  the  Icmds  to  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws,  including  the 
mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  13, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Louis  B.  Bellesi,  202-343-8731. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat. 
2751, 43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Orders  No.  3501  of 
December  2, 1964,  No.  3574  of  March  26, 
1965,  and  No.  3814  of  September  7, 1965, 
which  withdrew  the  following  described 
lands  for  use  by  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  for  the  proposed  Moapa 
Valley  Pumping  Project  are  hereby 
revoked: 

Mount  DiaUo  Meridian 
T.  14.  S.,  R.  65  E 

sea  13,  NE\4.  NVU^V4,  SEV4NWV4, 
NVkSEVs,  SEV4SEy4: 
sec.  15,  NV^NEi4; 
sec.  16,  SWi4; 
sec.  22,  SEV4NE%: 

sec  24,  EVU4Ey4,  SWy4NEVt,SEy4SW^ 
SEVt: 

sec.  25,  NEV4SEy4: 
sec.  35,  WV^NWy4: 
sec.  36,  Lots  6  and  7. 

T.13.S.,R.66E. 
sec.  32, 
sec.  33,  SVk. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  66  E 
secT  4,  All; 
sec.  5,  All; 
sec.  8,  EW, 
sec.  9,  All; 
sec.  10,  VilVti 
sec.  15,  All; 
sec.  16,  All; 
sec.  17,  EVi; 

sec.  18,  Lots  1, 2, 3, 4,  and  E^WV^; 

sec.  19,  All; 

sec.  20.  NVi,  NV^SV&; 

sec.  21,  NVk,  SE14; 

sec.  22,  EV4; 

sec.  23,  Wyd4Wy4,  SWy4,  SWVaSEVh 
sec.  25.  SWVtSyNVt; 

sec.  26,  WViNEy4.  NV4NWy4,  SEy4NWy4, 
NEy4Swy4.  s%swy4.SEy4; 
sec.  27,  Si4NWy4,  SWy4,  SV^SEy4; 
sec.  28,  N^NEy4.  SEy4NEy4; 
sec.  31,  Lot  2  and  SEy4NWy4,  NEy4SWV4, 
Nwy4SEy4.  sv^SEy4; 
sea  34,  NVi,  SWy4.  WV^SEy4; 
sec.  35,  N%.  NEy4SEy4; 
sec.  36,  WVi.  SWy4SEy4. 

X  15  S  R*  00  E* 

sec.  1,  Lot  2  and  SWy4NEy4.  SEy4NW%, 
NWy4SEV4.  SEV4»5y4; 
sec.  3,  Lots  3, 4,  and  SV4NWi4; 
sec.  4.  Lots  1, 2,  3, 4.  and  SV4NMe,  NyiSWy4. 
SWVtSV/V*; 


sec.  5,  Lots  1, 2, 3, 4,  and  Si4NEV4, 
SWy4NWi4.  NV4SEy4; 
sec.  6,  Lots  1  and  7; 
sec.  8.  SV^y4.  NWy4NWV4: 
sec.  9.  SVU^y4. 

T.  15  S..  E  67  E 

sec.  7,  Lot  1  and  SEy4NEy4,  NEy4SEy4. 

swy4SEy4; 

sec.  8.  SWi4NWy4,  NVkSW^,  SEV4SWy4; 

sec.  14,  WVk; 

sec.  15.  NEy4,  NV^NWV4; 

sec.  16.  NEy4SEy4.  SWV4SEV4: 

sec.  17,  NV4NWV4,  SWy4NWy4, 

NWy4SW^,  SEV^SWM: 
sec  2a  NVkNEy4; 
sec  21,  WWEVt.  NVU4Wy4; 
sec.  22,  EV^NEVit; 
sec  23,  SEy4NW^; 
sec  26,  NV4NWy4.  SEy4NWy4; 
sec  2a  EV&EVk; 

'  sec  34.  SWy4NWy4.  W%SWy4; 
sec  36,  NEy4SEi4; 

'  sec  3a  NWV4SEy4,  SE\4SE^. 

X  16  S  R*  07  £• 

sec  3.  Lot  3  and  SWy4NEy4.  W%SEy4. 

T.  15  8..  E  68  E 
sec  31,  Lot  4,  SEy4SWV4. 

T.16  S.,E68E 

sec.  6,  LoU  3. 4,  a  a  7.  and  SEy4NW%. 
EMSWy4; 

sec  7.  Lots  1, 2,  and  E%NW^. 

Containing  approximately  15,216  acres  in 
Clark  County. 

Z  At  10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 1979,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  righta  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 1979,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 1979,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws.  They  have 
been  open  to  applications  and  offers 
imder  ^e  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  300  Booth 
Street,  Reno  Nevada  89509. 

Guy  E  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  7, 1979. 

(FR  Doc.  7V-185U  Filed  S-3-79;  S:4S  unj 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-e4-M 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5665 
[OR-16933] 

Oregon;  Revocation  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  2883 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  order  revokes  a  public 
land  order  which  withdrew  40  acres  of 


land  as  a  seismological  observatory  for 
use  by  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 
This  action  will  restore  the  land  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  13,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Louis  B.  Bellesi,  202-343-8731 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat. 
2751, 43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  2883  of 
January  18, 1963,  which  withdrew  the 
following  described  public  land  for  use 
by  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  as  a 
seismological  observatory,  is  hereby 
revoked: 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  8  S.,  R.  44  E., 

Sec.  28.  NEVtNEy4 

Containing  40  acres  in  Baker  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 1979,  the  land 
shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 
1979,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10  a.m.,  on  July  13, 1979,  the  land 
will  be  open  to  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws  and  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquires  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  7, 1979. 

|PR  Doc.  79-18516  Filed  8-15-79;  8:45  am| 

WLUNO  CODE  431l>-94-« 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

46  CFR  Parts  25, 34.  76, 95, 108, 162, 
181,  and  193 

(CGD  77-039] 

Wheeled  Semlportable  Fire 
Extinguishers 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 
action:  Final  Rule. 


summary:  This  document  amends  the 
fireHghting  and  fire  protection 
equipment  requirements  to  allow  limited 
use  of  wheeled  semiportable  Bre 
extinguishers  on  merchant  vessels, 
offshore  structures,  and  mobile  offshore 
drilling  units.  Previous  regulations 
contained  a  blanket  prohibition  against 
the  approval  and  use'  of  wheeled 
extinguishers.  In  certain  vessel 
operations,  however,  wheeled 
extinguishers  can  be  used  effectively  in 
conjunction  with  non-wheeled 
extinguishers  to  provide  increased  Bre 
protection  capability.  On  offshore 
structures,  a  prohibition  against 
wheeled  extinguishers  is  unnecessary. 
These  amendments  also  include 
stowage  and  installation  requirements 
for  wheeled  semiportable  extinguishers. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  amendments 
become  effective  on  July  11, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  final  evaluation  for  these 
regulations  is  available  for  examination 
and  copying  at  the  Marine  Safety 
Council  (G-CMC/81),  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Room  8117,  Department  of 
Transportation,  Nassif  Building,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202)  426-1477. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Frank  K.  Thompson,  OfBce  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety  (G-MMT/83),  Room  8213, 
U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Department  of 
Transportation.  Nassif  Building.  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202  426-2174). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Coast  Guard  published  a  notice  of, 
proposed  rule  making  in  the  November 
9. 1978  issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (43 
FR  52201).  Interested  persons  were 
invited  to  submit  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  before  December 
26, 1978.  Only  one  comment  was 
received  in  response  to  the  notice  and 
the  commenter  was  in  favor  of  the 
proposal. 

These  amendments  have  been 
reviewed  under  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  “Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures"  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979).  They  have  been  determined  to 
be  non-signiBcant  regulations. 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  these  rules  are:  Frank  K. 
Thompson,  OfBce  of  Merchant  Marine 
Safety;  and  William  R.  Register,  OBice 
of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proposed  amendments  published  in  the 
November  9, 1978  Federal  Register  are 
adopted  without  change  as  set  forth 
below. 


Dated:  June  4, 1979. 

R.H.  Scarborough, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Acting 
Commandant 

Chapter  I  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regualtions  is  amended  as  follows: 

Subchapter  C — Uninspected  Vessels 

PART  25— REQUIREMENTS 

1.  In  §  25.36-20,  by  adding  new 
paragraphs  (b)(3)  and  (b)(4)  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  25.30-20  Fire  extinguishing  equipment 
required. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(3)  The  frame  or  support  of  each  Type 
B-in  Bre  extinguisher  required  by 
paragraph  (b)(2)(ii)  of  this  section  must 
be  welded  or  oAerwise  permanently 
attached  to  a  bulkhead  or  deck. 

(4)  If  an  approved  semiportable  Bre 
extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  this  section,  it  must  be 
securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  if  Bx)m  rolling  out  of  control  ‘ 
under  heavy  sea  conditions. 

Subchapter  D— Tank  Vessels 

PART  34— FIRE  FIGHTING  EQUIPMENT 

2.  By  adding  a  new  §  34.50-20  to  read 
'  as  follows: 

§  34.50-20  Semiportabie  fire 
extinguishers— TB/ ALL 

(a)  The  frame  or  support  of  each  size 
III,  IV,  and  V  Bre  extinguisher  required 
by  Table  34.50-10(a)  must  be  welded  or 
otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. 

(b)  If  a  size  III,  IV,  or  V  Bre 
extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  Table  34.50-10(a),  it  must  be 
securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  it  from  rolling  out  of  control 
imder  heavy  sea  conditions. 

Subchapter  H — Passenger  Vessels 

PART  76— FIRE  PROTECTION 
EQUIPMENT 

3.  By  adding  a  new  §  76.50-20  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  76.50-20  Semiportabie  fire 
extinguishers. 

(a)  The  frame  or  support  of  each  size 
III,  IV,  and  V  Bre  extinguisher  required 
by  Table  76.50-10(a)  must  be  welded  or 
otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. 

(b)  If  an  approved  size  ID,  IV,  or  V  Bre 
extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  Table  76.50-10(a),  it  must  be 
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securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  it  from  rolling  out  of  control 
under  heavy  sea  conditions. 

Subchapter  I— Cargo  and 
Miscellaneous  Vessels 

PART  95— FIRE  PROTECTION 
EQUIPMENT 

4.  By  adding  a  new  $  95.50-20  to  read 
as  follows: 

S  95.50-20  Semiportable  firs 
extinguishsrs. 

(a)  The  frame  or  support  of  each  size 
III,  IV,  and  V  fire  extinguisher  required 
by  Table  95.50-10(a)  must  be  welded  or 
otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. 

(b)  If  an  approved  size  III,  IV.  or  V  fire 
extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  Table  95.50-10(a),  it  must  be 
securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  it  from  rolling  out  of  control 
under  heavy  sea  conditions. 

Subchapter  l-A— Mobile  Offshore 
Drilling  UniU 

PART  108— DESIGN  AND  EQUIPMENT 

5.  By  adding  a  new  §  108.496  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  108.496  Semiportable  fire  extingulstMre. 

(a)  The  frame  or  support  of  each  size 
III,  IV.  and  V  fire  extin^isher  required 
by  Table  108.495(a).  except  a  wheeled 
size  V  extinguisher  provided  for  a 
helicopter  landing  deck,  must  be  welded 
or  otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. 

(b)  If  the  following  semiportable  fire 
extinguishers  have  wheels,  they  must  be 
securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  them  from  rolling  out  of  control 
imder  heavy  sea  conditions: 

(1)  Each  size  V  extinguisher  required 
for  a  helicopter  landing  deck. 

(2)  Each  size  HI,  IV,  and  V 
extinguisher  that  is  not  required  by 
Table  108.495(a). 

Subchapter  Q— Specifications 

PART  162— ENGINEERING 
EQUIPMENT 

§  162.039-3  [Amendedl 

6.  In  §  162.039-3,  by  deleting  the 
words  "as  a  stationary  unit"  from 
paragraph  (a),  and  by  deleting  the  words 
"arranged  for  stowage  in  a  fixed 
location  (wheeled  units  not  permitted)." 
from  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (b). 


Subchapter  T— Small  Passenger 
Vessels  (Under  100  Gross  Tons) 

PART  181— FIRE  PROTECTION 
EQUIPMENT 

7.  By  adding  a  new  §  181.30-12  to  read 
as  follows: 

8 181.30- 12  Semiportable  fire 
extinguishers. 

(a)  The  frame  or  support  of  each 
semiportable  fire  extin^isher  permitted 
under  $  181.30-10(b)  in  lieu  of  a  portable 
fire  extinguisher  required  by  Table 

181.30- 01(a)  must  be  welded  or 
otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. . 

(b)  If  an  approved  semiportable  fire 
.extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  Table  181.30-01(a),  it  must 
be  securely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  it  frmm  rolling  out  of  control 
under  heavy  sea  conations. 

Subchapter  U— Oceanographic 
Vessels 

PART  193— FIRE  PROTECTION 
EQUIPMENT 

8.  By  adding  a  new  §  193.50-20  to  read 
as  follows: 

8 193.50-20  Semiportable  fire 
exUnguiehers. 

(a)  The  frame  ot  support  of  each  size 
ni,  IV.  and  V  fire  extin^isher  required 
by  Table  193.50-10(a)  must  be  welded  or 
otherwise  permanently  attached  to  a 
bulkhead  or  deck. 

(b)  If  an  approved  size  m,  IV,  or  V  fire 
extinguisher  has  wheels  and  is  not 
required  by  Table  193.50-10(a).  it  must 
be  secmrely  stowed  when  not  in  use  to 
prevent  it  from  rolling  out  of  control 
under  heavy  sea  conditions. 

(46  U.S.C.  375,  SOOb,  416,  481,  and  526p;  49 
U.S.C  1655;  49  CFR  1.46.) 

(FR  Doc.  7».18S88  POed  8:46  un] 

WLUNQ  CODE  4S10-14-«i 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Parts.  2, 74, 78 

[Docket  No.  21505;  RM-2208] 

Expanding  the  Frequencies  Available 
for  Use  by  Cable  Television  Relay 
Service  Stations  and  Setting  Aside 
13.15-13.20  GHz  for  Usage  by 
Television  and  Cable  Television  Relay 
Service  Pickup  Stations  on  a  Coequal 
Basis;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 


action:  First  Report  and  Order  in 
Docket  No.  21505. 


summary:  The  FCC  is  expanding  the 
nmnber  of  frequencies  available  for  use 
by  stations  in  the  Cable  Television 
Relay  Service  (CARS)  from  12.7-12.95 
GHz  to  12.7-13.20  GHz.  The  band  13.15- 
13.20  GHz  is  set  aside  for  use  by 
Television  and  Cable  Pickup  stations  in 
one  hundred  metropolitsm  areas. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  6, 1979.  __ 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Melvin  Muray,  Spectrum  Allocation 
Division,  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  (202)  632-6350. 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of  Parts  2 
and  78  of  the  Commission's  rules  and 
regulations  to  Expand  the  Frequencies 
Available  for  use  by  Cable  Television 
Relay  Service  Stations  and,  amendment 
of  Parts  74  and  78  of  the  Commission's 
rules  and  regulations  to  set  aside  13.15- 
13.20  GHz  for  usage  by  Television  and 
Cable  Television  Relay  Service  Pickup 
Stations  on  a  coequal  basis  and,  an 
inquiry  to  determine  public  interest  and 
need  to  establish  similar  technical 
standards  for  both  the  Cable  Television 
Relay  Service  and  the  Broadcast 
Auxiliary  Service  in  the  12.7-13.20  GHz 
band.  Docket  No.  21505,  RM-2208. 
Released:  June  5, 1979. 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17498  appearing  at  page 
32377  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  June  6, 
1979,  in  the  third  column  on  page  32380, 
paragraph  24  of  the  Commission's  First 
Report  and  Order  in  Docket  No.  21505, 
FCC  79-309,  released  June  1, 1979,  is 
corrected  as  follows: 

“1.  Substitute  Office  of  Science  and 
Technology  in  lieu  of  Office  of  Chief 
Engineer." 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  |.  Tricaiico, 

Secretary. 

PPR  Doc  7S-18520  FUed  S-13-7B;  8:45  am] 

Mumo  OOK  S712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  90 

[Docket  No.  21350] 

Private  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service; 
Simplifying  Certain  Procedures  for 
Rling  Applications;  Correction 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Erratum. 

SUMMARY:  The  FCC  amends  its  rules  to 
delete  paragraph  (g)  of  8  90.464  of  its 
rules  to  eliminate  the  requirement  for 
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prior  Commission  approval  for  the 
addition  of  control  points,  and  to  bring 
this  section  of  the  rules  into  conformity 
with  the  Commission’s  action  in  Docket 
21350;  FCC  78-839. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  22. 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Commimications 

Commission,  1919  M  Street.  NW^  / 

Washington.  E)C  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Eugene  C.  Bowler.  Private  Radio  Bureau, 

Room  5120,  (202)  632-6497. 

Released:  June  6, 1979. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  90 
of  the  Commission's  rules  to  simplify 
certain  procedures  for  filing 
applications.  Docket  No.  21350. 

In  its  Report  and  Order  adopted 
December  7, 1978,  and  released 

December  15. 1978,  (FCC  78-839],  and  ^ 

published  at  43  FR  59071,  December  19, 

1978  and  44  FR  27994,  Monday,  May  14,  " 

1979,  the  Appendix  is  corrected  by  the 
deletion  of  paragraph  (g)  of  §  90.463,  of 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  Appendix  is 
corrected  to  read: 

Part  90  is  amended  as  follows: 

Section  90.463  is  amended  by  the 
deletion  of  paragrajih  (g)  and  die 
substitution  of  (Reserved) 

§>90.463  Transmitter  control  points. 

(a)  *  *  * 

*  *  *  •  « 

(g)  [Reserved]  ^ 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

William  J.  Tiicarico. 

Secretary. 

Note. — Rules  changes  herein  will  be 
covered  by  T.S.V(78)-1. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18519  Filed  S-IS-TS;  B.-45  am) 

Mumo  CODE  S71M1-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  ‘  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
makir)g  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  fmal 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

[7  CFR  Ch.  IX] 

[Docket  No.  AO-383] 

Ruby  Seedless  Grapes  Grown  in 
California;  Recomended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  RIe  Written 
Exceptions  to  Proposed  Marketing 
Agreement  and  Order 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  ‘ 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  recommended  decision 
proposes  a  marketing  agreement  and 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  grown  in  California.  It 
provides  interested  persons  with  the 
opportunity  to  file  written  exceptions 
concerning  the  recommendations  made 
in  this  decision.  The  proposed  order 
would:  Establish  a  committee  of  growers 
for  local  administration:  authorize  grade, 
size,  quality,  maturity,  pack,  and 
container  regulations;  and  allow  the 
committee  to  engage  in  production  and 
marketing  research  and  development 
projects  Hnanced  by  handler 
assessments.  The  primary  objective  is  to 
•authorize  establishment  of  minimum 
quality  requirements  for  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  shipped  to  market.  Consumers 
would  thereby  be  assured  of  satisfactory 
quality  and  growers  would  benefit  from 
an  expanded  market. 

DATE:  Written  exceptions  to  this 
recommended  decision  may  be  filed  by 
July  16. 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  exceptions  should 
be  filed  in  duplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  1077,  South  Building,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture.  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  All  written  submissions  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  R  McGaha,  Fruit  Branch.  Fniit 


and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  Phone:  1202) 
447-5975. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Prior 
documents  in  this  proceeding:  Notice  of 
Hearing:  Issued  November  24, 1978,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
56045)  on  November  30, 1978. 
PREUMINARY  STATEMENT:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  filing  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  a  propos'ed 
marketing  agreement  and  order  ' 
regulating  the  handling  of  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  (also  referred  to  herein  as  "this 
variety”  and  “grapes”)  grown  in 
California. 

This  notice  of  filing  of  this  decision 
and  of  opportunity  to  file  exceptions 
thereto  is  issued  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “act”,  and 
the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900). 

The  proposed  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  herefinafter  referred  to 
collectively  as  the  “order”,  were 
formulated  on  the  record  of  a  public 
hearing  held  at  Reedley,  California, 
February  1-2, 1979.  Notice  of  the  hearing, 
was  published  in  the  November  30, 1978, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  The  notice 
set  forth  a  proposed  order  submitted  by 
the  “Proponents  for  Ruby  Seedless 
Marketing  Order”  on  behalf  of 
producers  and  handlers  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  grown  in  the  proposed 
production  area. 

Material  issues.  The  material  issues 
presented  on  the  record  of  the  hearing 
are  as  follows: 

(1)  The  existence  of  the  right  to 

.  exercise  Federal  jurisdiction  in  this 
instance; 

(2)  The  need  for  the  proposed 
regulatory  program  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act; 

(3)  The  definition  of  the  commodity 
and  the  determination  of  the  production 
area  to  be  covered  by  the  proposed 
order; 

(4)  Tlie  identity  of  the  persons  and  the 
marketing  transactions  to  be  regulated; 
and 

(5)  The  specific  terms  and  provisions 
of  the  proposed  order  including: 

(a)  llie  definition  of  the  terms  used 
herein  which  are  necessary  and 


incidental  tp  attain  the  declared  policy 
and  objectives  of  the  act; 

(b)  Tlie  establishmenL  maintenance, 
composition,  procedures,  powers,  duties, 
and  operation  of  a  committee  which 
shall  be  the  local  administrative  agency 
for  assisting  the  Secretary  in  the 
administration  of  the  proposed  order. 

(c)  The  authority  to  incure  expenses 
and  the  procedure  to  levy  assessments 
on  handlers  to  obtain  revenue  for  paying 
such  expenses; 

(d)  The  authority  to  establish 
production  and  marketing  research  and 
market  development  projects; 

(e)  The  method  of  regulating  the 
hanging  of  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  grown 
in  the  production  area; 

(f)  The  authority  for  inspection  and 
certification  of  shipments  of  regulated 
grapes; 

(g)  The  establishment  of  requirements 
for  handler  reporting  and  recordkeeping; 

(h)  The  requirement  of  compliance 
with  all  provisions  of  the  proposed  order 
and  with  regulations  issued  under  it; 
and 

(i)  Additional  terms  and  conditions  as 
set  forth  in  $  -62  through  S  .71  of  the 
Notice  of  Hearing  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  30, 1978 
(43  FR  56045)  which  are  common  to  all 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders,  and  certain  other  terms  as  set 
forth  in  §  .72  through  §  .74  which  are 
common  to  marketing  agreements  only. 

Findings  and  conclusions.^  The 
following  findings  and  conclusions  on 
the  material  issues  are  based  on  the 
record  of  the  hearing: 

(1)  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  are  grown 
commercially  in  five  counties  in  the  San 
Joaquin  Valley  in  California.  Principal 
areas  of  production  are  Fresno  and 
Tulare  counties.  The  primary  outlets  for 
this  variety  are  the  fresh  table  grape 
markets  within  the  State  of  California, 
in  other  States,  and  export  This  variety 
is  not  ordinarily  grown  for  drying  into 
raisins  or  for  sale  to  wineries,  though 
some  minor  quantities  may  be  disposed 
of  in  these  outlets.  Small  quantities  of 
this  variety  are  also  canned  or  frozen, 
though  the  market  for  frozen  grapes 
appears  to  be  still  in  the  early  stages  of 
development 

Harvesting  of  the  grapes  begins  in  the 
early  part  of  August  Since  all  grapes  do 
not  mature  at  the  same  time,  the 
vineyards  are  usually  picked  three 
times.  The  first  picking  accounts  for 
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about  25  percent  of  the  production  of  a 
given  vineyard;  the  second  picking  for 
about  60  percent;  and  the  final  picking 
for  the  remainder. 

Current  packing  practices  in  the  Ruby 
Seedless  grape  industry  make  it 
impracticable  to  separate  the  grapes  on 
the  basis  of  the  intended  market;  i.e., 
intrastate,  interstate,  or  export.  The 
grapes  may  be  harvested  and  packed  at 
the  vineyard  or  they  may  be  harvested 
and  transported  to  a  central  location  for 
packing.  Subsequent  to  packing,  the 
grapes  are  precooled.  Immediately 
thereafter  they  may  be  shipped  or  they 
may  be  placed  in  cold  storage  for  later 
shipment.  Some  of  the  grapes  may  be 
held  in  storage  for  as  long  as  six  months. 
Generally,  a  handler  does  not  know  the 
destination  of  the  grapes  at  the  time 
they  are  packed. 

Ruby  ^edless  grapes  are  marketed  in 
the  major  market  areas  in  the  United 
States.  In  addition,  they  are  shipped  to 
such  countries  as  England,  Canada,  New 
Zealand,  and  to  Hong  Kong,  Singapore, 
and  the  Caribbean  Islands.  The  record 
indicates  that  the  movement  of  grapes  in 
the  channels  of  commerce  is  so 
intermingled  as  to  make  it  impracticable 
to  differentiate  between  those  shipped 
only  to  destinations  within  the 
production  area  and  those  shipped  in 
interstate  and  foreign  commerce.  Any 
handling  of  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  for  the 
fresh  market  exerts  an  influence  on  all 
other  handling  of  such  grapes.  Sellers  of 
Ruby  Seedless  grapes,  as  with  any  other 
commodity,  seek  to  conduct  their 
business  so  as  to  secure  the  best  return 
for  the  grapes  they  have  for  sale.  The 
seller  continually  surveys  the  available 
markets  in  order  to  take  advantage  of 
the  best  possible  opportunity  to  market 
grapes.  Markets  within  the  State  of 
California  provide  opportunities  to 
dispose  of  grapes  the  same  as  do 
markets  in  other  States,  or  for  export; 
and  the  sale  of  a  quantity  of  grapes  in  a 
market  within  CaUfomia  exerts  an 
influence  on  sales  of  such  grapes  in  a 
market  in  any  other  State.  If  shipments 
of  grapes  to  markets  outside  California 
were  regulated  while  those  within  the 
State  were  unregulated,  growers  and 
handlers  would  likely  attempt  to  market 
within  the  State  all  the  lower  quality 
grapes  which  could  not  be  shipped 
under  regulation.  This  would  depress 
the  price  of  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  in 
California  markets  to  a  level  below  that 
prevailing  in  markets  outside  the  State. 
The  existence  of  a  lower  price  level  for 
grapes  maiiceted  within  California 
would  tend  to  depress  the  price  for  such 
grapes  sold  in  interstate  markets.  Buyers 
generally  have  ready  access  to  market 
information  and  knowledge  of  prices  in 


one  market  is  used  in  bargaining  for  the 
same  commodity  to  be  shipped  into 
other  markets,  including  markets  outside 
California.  Some  grapes  are  initially 
shipped  to  larger  markets,  such  as  Los 
Angeles,  cmd  later  reshipped  from  there 
to  markets  located  outside  California. 
Thus,  it  is  concluded  that  the  shipment 
and  sale  of  Ruby  Seedless  grapes, 
whether  to  a  market  within  the  State  of 
California  or  outside  thereof,  affect  the 
price  of  all  such  grapes  grown  in  the 
production  area.  Therefore,  it  is  found 
that  the  handling  of  this  variety  of 
grapes  grown  in  the  production  area  is 
either  in  the  cmrent  of  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  or  directly  burdens, 
obstructs,  or  affects  such  commerce. 
Hence,  except  as  hereinafter  otherwise 
provided,  aU  handling  of  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  grown  in  the  production  area 
should  be  subject  to  the  authority  of  the 
act  and  the  order. 

(2)  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  were  first 
produced  on  a  commercial  basis  in  1968. 
Currently  there  are  about  1,000  acres 
planted.  All  of  this  acreage  is  not  in  full 
production,  however,  it  is  expected  that 
it  will  be  within  the  next  two  years. 
During  the  hearing,  it  was  indicated  that 
500  to  600  acres  of  new  Rudy  Seedless 
grape  vineyards  would  be  planted  in 
early  1979.  The  records  indicates  that 
there  is  sufficient  rootstock  available  to 
plant  an  additional  5,000  acres;  thus,  the 
potential  exists  to  increase  the  acreage 
of  this  variety  at  a  rapid  rate. 

This  grape  has  a  number  of 
characteristics  that  make  it  desirable  as 
**  a  fi^sh  market  table  grape.  It  is  seedless, 
and  has  the  red  color  of  the  Emperor,  a 
fresh  market  seeded  variety.  The 
absence  of  seeds  is  a  desirable  quality 
in  grapes  for  fresh  market.  The  berries 
are  fi^  and  have  good  storage  quality. 
The  vines  are  vigorous  and  more 
productive  than  the  Emperor  variety. 
Ruby  Seedless  grapes  can  be  harvested 
over  a  relatively  longer  period  than 
other  varieties  of  table  grapes.  However, 
this  variety  may  produce  f^t  which 
fails  to  have  desirable  fresh  market 
quality  attributes  unless  proper  cultural 
and  packing  practices  are  followed.  In 
recent  marketing  efforts,  growers  and 
handlers  found  that  shipment  of  grapes 
manifesting  desirable  berry  and  bunch 
sizes,  color  and  types  of  pack  could  be 
marketed  most  advantageously.  As 
greater  numbers  of  growers  and  ' 

handlers  become  involved  in  producing 
and  marketing  the  Rudy  Seedless 
variety,  quality  control  on  a  voluntary 
basis  would  be  extremely  difficult  if  not 
impossible. 

It  is  particularly  important  in  view  of 
the  prospective  increase  in  production 
which  v^l  have  to  be  absorbed  by  the 


market,  that  demand  not  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  marketing  of  poor 
quality  grapes.  The  use  of  authority  to 
establish  quality  requirements  could  be 
used  to  assure  consumers  that  the 
grapes  offered  in  the  market  place  are  of 
satisfactory  quality.  In  the  absence  of 
such  regulation,  grapes  of  low  quality, 
lacking  in  flavor,  small  in  size,  and  off¬ 
color  could  be  marketed.  Marketing  of 
such  grapes  would  tend  to  destroy  the 
reputation  of  the  variety  with  consumers 
and  with  wholesalers,  retailers,  and 
others  at  all  levels  in  the  marketing 
channel.  Shipment  of  unsatisfactory 
grapes  tends  to  depress  prices, 
demoralize  the  market,  and  reduce 
grower  returns.  The  establishment  of 
regulations  with  respect  to  grade, 
quality,  size,  and  maturity  such  as  are 
contemplated  under  the  order  would 
provide  a  method  whereby  orderly 
marketing  could  be  promoted.  Also 
authority  to  establish  minimum 
standards  of  quality  or  maturity,  or  both, 
as  permitted'by  the  act,  during  any 
period  when  prices  are  abov6  the  parity 
level  could  promote  orderly  marketing  in 
the  public  interest.  All  such  actions 
would  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

The  containers  used  in  th'e  shipment 
of  Rudy  Seedless  grapes  are  mainly 
those  which  have  been  developed  for 
the  shipment  of  other  varieties  of  table 
grapes.  Concern  was  expressed  that,  in 
the  absence  of  authority  to  regulate 
containers,  containers  closely 
resembling  the  standard  containers 
could  be  used.  A  multiplicity  of 
containers  with  different  dimensions 
and  capacities  could  result  in  buyer 
confusion  and  in  a  loss  of  trade 
confidence.  Regulation  of  the  size, 
capacity,  dimensions,  markings,  and 
pack  of  containers  used  in  the  marketing 
of  Rudy  Seedless  grapes  could  provide  a 
means  of  eitabling  buyers  and  handlers 
alike  to  know  the  quantity  of  grapes 
covered  by  prices  quoted,  thereby 
tending  to  increase  trade  confidence  and 
stability  in  the  marketing  of  the  fiiiit. 

The  order  should  include  authority  to 
regulate  markings  on  containers.  The 
record  indicates  that  such  regulation 
could  be  used  to  assure  that  containers 
are  properly  marked  as  to  weight  of 
contents  and  the  name  of  the  variety. 
Weight  is  an  important  consideration  in 
the  sale  of  grapes.  The  requirement  for 
marking  the  variety  name  on  the 
containers  would  discourage  improper 
identification  of  any  container  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  as  a  possible  means  of 
circumventing  order  requirements.  It  is 
not  intended  that  any  such  regulation  be 
used  to  exercise  any  control  over 
proprietary  brand  labels,  or  the  content 
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or  design  of  any  such  labels. 

Furthermore,  container  regulations  are ' 
not  intended  to  discourage  experimental 
use,  under  research  authority,  of  new 
containers  of  superior  design, 
constructicxi,  or  material.  The  order 
provides  for  such  contingency  in  9  <45. 

The  proposed  order  would  not  prevent 
any  person  from  planting  the  Rudy 
Seedless  variety  or  from  increasing 
existing  acreage.  Similarly,  the  order 
would  not  prevent  any  person  from 
becoming  a  handler  of  the  fruit 

The  hearing  record  includes 
information  on  production  and  packing 
costs  for  Ruby  Seedless  grapes 
illustrating  the  substantial  investment 
involved  in  vineyard  establishment  and 
in  producing  and  marketing  these 
grapes.  In  addition  to  the  establishment 
of  the  vineyard,  production  demands 
siiable  annual  outlays  for  pruning, 
thinning,  disease  and  pest  control,  and 
soil  and  water  management  Hence, 
growers  and  handlers  have  a  substantial 
interest  in  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  stable  markets. 

Exercise  of  the  authority  to  regulate 
the  quality  of  shipments  and  to  establish 
uniform  containers  for  such  shipments 
could  assure  that  unsatisfactory,  low 
quality  fruit  would  not  undermine  the 
market;  this  should  encourage 
production  of  this  variety  of  grape. 
Consumers  would  benefit  by  having  an 
additional  seedless  table  grape  of 
uniform  quality  in  the  marketplace 
which,  due  to  its  storage  qualities, 
would  be  available  to  them  over  a 
longer  portion  of  the  year. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
concluded  that  the  proposed  order  could 
be  used  to  establish  orderly  marketing 
conditions  for  Ruby  Seedless  grapes 
which,  consistent  with  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  would  be  in  the  public 
interest 

(3)  The  term  “grapes”  should  be 
defined  in  the  older  to  identify  the 
commodity  to  be  regiilated.  The  term,  as 
used  in  the  order,  means  Rudy  Seedless 
grapes.  This  variety  of  grape  was 
originally  developed  at  the  University  of 
California  at  Davis.  California,  in  1939. 
The  commercial  introduction  and 
application  of  the  name  Ruby  Seedless 
occurred  in  1968.  The  grape  is  seedless 
with  a  distinctive  red  color,  and  is  easily 
distinguished  fit>m  other  varieties  of 
grapes.  A  representative  of  the  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  testified  that 
the  characteristics  of  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  are  different  from  those  of  any 
other  variety  of  grape  and  there  is  no 
problem  in  identifying  this  variety. 

The  term  “production  area”  should  be 
defined  in  the  order  to  mean  the  State  of 
California.  The  evidence  of  record 


indicates  that  Ruby  Seedless  grapes  are 
now  produced  in  five  Cahfomia 
counties,  but  that  they  could  be  grown 
throughout  most  of  the  State.  Other 
varieties  of  table  grapes  are  ^rown  in  at 
least  20  of  California’s  57  counties  and 
when  wine  and  raisin  variety  grapes  are 
included,  grapes  are  grown  in  at  least  42 
of  the  57  counties.  In  the  future  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  may  be  grown  in  any  of 
the  areas  suitable  for  production  of 
grapes.  Moreover,  grapes  are 
transported  freely  from  one  area  to 
another  and  could  be  packed  and 
handled  at  a  location  remote  frx}m  that 
in  which  they  were  produced. 
Consequently,  the  production  area 
should  encompass  the  entire  State. 
Therefore,  it  is  concluded  that  the  State 
of  California  is  the  smallest  regional 
production  area  that  is  practicable 
consistently  with  carrying  out  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act 

(4)  The  term  “handler”  is  synonymous 
with  “shipper”  and  should  be  defined, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth  in  the  order,  to 
identify  the  persons  who  would  be 
subject  to  regulation  under  the  program. 
Such  term  should  apply  to  any  person, 
except  a  common  or  contract  carrier 
transporting  grapes  owned  by  another 
person,  who  performs  any  of  the 
activities  within  the  scope  of  the  term  as 
hereinafter  defined.  It  should  also  apply 
to  any  person  who  causes  such 
activities  to  be  performed.  Thus,  any 
person  who  is  responsible  for  the  sale, 
consignment,  delivery,  transportation,  or 
in  any  other  way  places  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  in  the  current  of  commerce 
should  be  a  handler  under  the  proposed 
order. 

The  term  “handle”  is  defined  in  the 
proposed  order  to  identify  specific 
maiketing  functions  which  place  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  in  the  current  of 
commerce  within  the  production  area  or 
firom  within  the  production  area  to  any 
point  outside  such  area. 

Specifically,  the  term  should  be 
defined  as  follows:  “Handle”  and  “ship” 
are  synonymous  and  mean  to  sell, 
consign,  deliver,  or  transport  grapes  or 
cause  grapes  to  be  sold,  consigned, 
delivered,  or  transported  in  the  current 
of  conunerce  between  any  point  within 
the  production  area  and  any  point 
outside  thereof,  or  within  the  production 
area:  Pqpvided,  That  the  term  handle 
shall  not  include  the  sale  of  grapes  on 
the  vine,  or  the  transportation  or 
delivery  of  grapes  frt>m  the  vineyard 
where  grown  to  a  packing  facility 
located  within  such  area  for  preparation 
for  market 

Principally,  three  methods  are 
employ^  in  packing  grapes.  Grapes 
may  be  “field  pack^”  d^ctly  from  the 


vine  into  the  container  (a  lug  holding 
approximately  23  poun^)  which  ia 
secured  to  the  top  of  a  portable  pack 
stand  and  carried  through  the  viniyard 
from  vine  to  vine  by  the  harvest  worker. 
The  nvoricer  selects  and  harvests  mature 
grapes  from  the  vine,  trims  each  bimch 
with  a  scissors  type  of  shear  to  remove 
immature  and  defective  berries,  and 
places  the  bimches  directly  into  the  lug, 
or  in  some  instances  first  places  the 
bunches  into  plastic  bags  each  of  which 
hold  about  two  pounds,  and  then  places 
the  bags  (11  to  12)  into  the  lug.  To 
complete  the  packing  process,  a  “paper 
curtain”  is  placed  over  the  grapes  and  a 
wooden  slatted  lid  is  placed  on  the  lug. 
Field  packed  firuit  is  delivered  to  a 
cooling  or  cold  storage  facility  where  it 
is  precooled  or  stored  until  sUpped. 

Another  method  of  packing  grapes 
utilizes  a  portable  packing  shed, 
moveable  from  site  to  site,  consisting  of 
an  arrangement  of  scales  and  roller 
conveyors  built  on  wheels.  In  the 
vineyard  grapes  are  harvested  and 
placed  in  “pick  boxes”.  Packers  at  the 
papking  shed  remove  the  grapes  from 
these  boxes,  trim  them  to  remove 
undesirable  berries  and  place  them  into 
the  23  pound  lug  shipping  containers. 
Thus,  the  packing  crew  is  in  one 
location  which  is  an  advantage  from  the 
standpoint  of  supervision.  This  method 
also  enables  the  salvage  of  cull  finiit 
which  may  have  economic  value.  A 
disadvantage  is  the  expense  of  the  extra 
labor  involved  in  placing  the  fruit  into 
and  removing  it  from  the  pick  boxes. 
After  packing  at  the  portable  packing 
shed,  the  grapes  are  shipped  to  market 
or  to  cold  storage  facilities  for 
precooling  or  holding  for  shipment. 

The  third  packing  method  involves  the 
use  of  a  central  packinghouse,  a 
permanent  installation.  Grapes  are 
harvested  and  placed  stem  up  into  pick 
boxes  which  contain  30  to  40  pounds, 
then  moved  by  truck  to  the 
packinghouse.  There,  packers  are 
located  at  individual  stations  equipped 
with  a  pack  stand,  scales,  and  packing 
supplies  such  as  lug  boxes,  bags,  and 
curtains.  Each  packer  packs  from  a  pick 
box,  removing  the  bunches,  trimming 
each  to  remove  undesirable  berries,  and 
placing  the  bunches  into  23  pound  lugs. 
The  lugs  then  move  down  a  conveyor  for 
lidding.  After  lidding,  the  lug  is  ready  for 
shipment  to  market,  or  to  cold  storage 
fat^ties  for  cooling  or  holding. 

Basically  the  foregoing  describes  the 
manner  in  which  grapes  are  prepared  for 
market  It  is  during  these  stages  of 
preparation  diat  grapes  can  be  most 
conveniently  graded,  sized,  and 
otherwise  pa^ed  to  meet  any 
requirements  of  the  order.  It  is  therefore 
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concluded  that  grapes  should  meet  any 
such  requirements  before  being  handled 
as  the  term  “handle**  is  herein  defined. 
However,  it  would  be  impractical  to 
require  grapes  to  meet  regulatory 
requirements  prior  to  the  time  they  have 
been  prepared  for  market  Hence,  the 
activities  and  the  movement  udiich  are 
necessary  to  facilitate  such  preparation 
should  be  exempt  from  the  definition. 
Thus,  the  sale  of  grapes  on  the  vine,  and 
the  transportation  or  delivery  from  the 
vineyard  where  the  grapes  are  grown  to 
a  packing  facility  locat^  within  the 
production  area  for  preparatimi  for 
market  should  be  excluded  from  the 
term. 

The  record  indicates  that  grapes  often 
are  precooled  or  stored  in  cold  storages 
prior  to  being  placed  in  marketing 
chaimels.  Hence,  precooling  and 
storage,  if  performed,  should  be 
considered  as  being  a  part  of 
preparation  for  market  of  the  grapes 
involved. 

Although  the  record  indicates  that 
prior  to  being  placed  in  the  chaimels  of 
commerce  most  grapes  are  prepared  for 
market  as  heretofore  described,  some 
grapes  may  be  shipped  directly  to 
market  from  the  vineyard  by  the 
producer.  In  the  event  a  producer 
transports  grapes  from  the  vineyard 
directly  to  the  market,  he  would  be 
placing  the  grapes  in  the  current  of 
conunerce.  In  such  instances,  it  is 
incumbent  upon  the  producer  to  see  that 
the  grapes  comply  with  all  applicable 
requirements  prior  to  such  handling. 
Persons  who  purchase  grapes  on  the 
vine  and  have  them  harvested  and  place 
them  in  maket  chaimels  likewise  are 
performing  the  handling  function  and 
are  responsible  for  compliance  with  all 
order  requirements. 

It  was  indicated  that  in  many 
instances  grapes  are  sold  through 
commission  merchants.  In  such  cases, 
the  coiiunission  merchants  should  make 
certain  that  the  grapes  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  order  pror  to  their 
movement  into  marketing  chaimels. 
However,  the  fact  that  the  person  with 
the  proprietary  interest  in  the  grapes 
employs  a  commission  merchant  to  sell 
su(^  grapes  would  not  absolve  such 
person  of  responsibility  for  seeing  to  it 
that  the  grapes  meet  applicable 
requirements  as  the  conunission 
merchant  may  only  be  acting  as  agent  of 
the  person  who  holds  proprietary 
interest.  Persons  with  the  proprietary 
interest  in  the  grapes  under  v^ose 
direction  preparation  for  market  takes  . 
place  normally  are  in  the  best  position 
to  assure  that  packed  grapes  meet  any 
regulatory  requirements  prescribed 
under  an  order.  Shipment  of  grapes 


whidi  have  by-passed  any  stage  of 
normal  preparatirm  should  nonetheless 
be  requhwd  to  cmnply  with  requirements^ 
of  the  order.  Persoiu  who  ship  an  grapes^ 
which  do  not  meet  regulatory 
requirements  should  be  accountable  for 
the  violation.  It  is  necessary  that 
persons  who  sell,  consign,  deliver,  or 
transport  or  who  cause  grapes  to  be 
sold,  consigned,  delivered,  or 
transported  in  ^e  channels  of  commerce 
be  responsible  for  conq>liance  with 
order  requirements  to  assure  its 
effectiveness. 

(5)(a)  Certain  terms  and  provisioiu  of 
the  proposed  order  should  be  defined 
and  explained  for  the  purpose  of 
designating  specifically  their 
apphcability  and  limitations  whenever 
they  are  us^ 

*'Secretary**  should  be  defined  to 
mean  not  oiily  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  the  United  States,  the 
official  charged  by  law  svith  the 
respoiuibility  for  programs  of  this 
nature,  but  also,  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  it  is  physically  impossible  for  the 
Secretary  to  perform  personally  all 
functions  and  duties  imposed  upon  him 
by  law,  any  other  officer  or  employee  of 
the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  who  is,  or  who  may 
hereafter  be,  authorized  to  act  for  the 
Secretary. 

*‘Act"  should  be  defined  to  provide 
the  correct  legal  citation  for  t^ 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended.  This  is  the  statute 
under  which  the  proposed  regulatory 
program  is  to  be  operative  and  avoids 
the  need  for  referring  to  the  citation 
throughout  the  order. 

The  definition  of  ‘*person’^  should 
follow  the  definition  of  that  term  as  set 
forth  in  the  act  This  will  iiuure  that  the 
term  will  have  the  same  meaning  in  the 
order  as  it  has  in  the  act. 

"Producer"  is  synonymous  with 
*‘grower"  and  should  be  defined  to  mean 
any  person  engaged  in  a  proprietary 
capacity  in  the  production  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  for  market  This 
de^tion  is  necessary  for  such  purposes 
as  determining  eligibility  of  persons  to 
vote  for.  and  to  serve  as,  members  ot 
alternate  members  of  the  Ruby  Seedless 
Grape  Committee,  and  to  identify  those 
eligible  to  vote  in  any  referendum. 

The  term  *‘fiscal  year"  should  bq 
synonymous  with  "crop  year"  and 
should  be  defined  to  mean  the  period 
with  respect  to  which  financial  records 
of  the  Ruby  Seedless  Grape 
Committee — die  agency  which  would 
administer  the  program  locally — are  to 
be  maintained.  The  period  should  fix  the 
beginning  of  each  fiscal  year  at  sudi 
time  as  would  affcntl  the  committee  time 


to  plan  and  recommend  any  needed 
regulatioiu  for  a  crop  year  and 
encompass  a  period  during  which  all  of 
the  lux^uction  of  any  given  season  is 
likely  to  be  handled.  Furthermore,  the 
peri^  should  allow  sufficient  time  prior 
to  harvest  each  year  for  the  committee 
to  organize  and  develc^  information 
necessary  to  its  functioning  during  the 
fiscal  year.  The  evidence  of  record 
indicates  that  at  present  such  fiscal  year 
should  be  the  12  month  period  beginning 
April  1  of  a  year  and  ending  March  31  of 
the  following  year.  However,  it  may 
develop  that  for  reasoiu  imt  now 
apparent,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
establish  a  fiscal  year  other  than  the  one 
begiiming  ^ril  1.  Therefore,  authority 
should  be  included  in  the  order  to 
provide  that  the  committee  may 
prescribe  a  different  fiscal  period, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Sea*etary. 

It  should  be  recognized  that  if  at  some 
future  dates  there  is  a  change  in  the 
fiscal  year,  such  change  could  result  in  a 
transition  year  being  more  less  than 
12  months.  Also,  since  the  order,  if 
issued,  %vill  be  issued  after  April  1, 1979, 
and  the  initial  fiscal  year  would  end  on 
March  31, 1980,  the  initial  fiscal  year 
will  be  less  than  a  full  12  month  period. 

The  term  *‘committee*'  should  be 
defined  to  identify  the  administrative 
agency — the  Ruby  Seedless  Grape 
Committee — established  under  the 
provisions  of  the  order.  Such  a 
committee  is  authorized  by  the  act,  and 
the  definition  thereof,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  is  merely  to  avoid  the  necessity  of 
repeating  the  full  name  each  time  it  is 
used. 

‘*District"  should  be  defined  in  the 
order  to  mean  the  State  of  California. 
Such  a  definition  forms  a  basis  for 
nomination  and  selection  of  committee 
members.  At  present  the  production  of 
Ruby  Seedless  grapes  is  located  in  a 
relatively  compact  area  in  five  counties 
in  the  central  Joaquin  Valley  in 
California,  with  most  of  that  production 
coming  from  two  counties.  However, 
this  variety  of  grape  eventually  may  be 
produced  over  a  much  wider  area  within 
the  State.  In  such  event  the  order 
should  provide  for  redistricting  the 
production  area  into  a  number  of 
smaller  districts  if  this  is  deemed 
necessary  to  achieve  proper  and 
equitable  representation  among 
producers. 

The  term  "pack"  should  be  defined  in 
the  order  to  mean  the  placement  of 
grapes  into  containers  for  shipment  as 
fimsh  grapes,  or  the  specific  arrangement 
of  grapes  within  a  pa^cular  type  and 
size  of  container  by  size  of  grape, 
weight  grade,  or  any  combiimtion 
thereof,  for  shipment  as  firesh  grapes.  A 
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dennition  of  pack  is  needed  in 
conjunction  wiih  proposed  authority  to 
facilitate  description  of  regulations  and 
to  assist  inspection  and  certification. 

“Container”  should  be  defined  in  the 
order  as  follows:  “Container  means  any 
box,  lug,  crate,  carton,  or  any  other 
receptacle  used  in  the  packi^  of  grapes 
for  shipment  as  fresh  grapes,  and 
includes  the  dimensions,  capacity, 
weight,  markings,  and  any  pads,  liners, 
lids,  and  any  or  all  appurtenances 
thereto  or  parts  thereof.  The  term  also 
applies,  in  the  case  of  grapes  packed  in 
consumer  packages,  to  the  master 
receptacle  and  to  any  and  all  packages 
therein”.  A  definition  of  this  term  is 
needed  to  serve  as  a  basis  for 
differentiation  among  the  various 
shipping  receptacles  in  which  grapes  are 
shipped  to  the  fr«sh  market  The 
evidence  of  record  indicates  that  the 
committee  will  likely  adopt  those 
container  regulations  currently  effective 
under  California  law.  However,  the 
order  should  provide  for  establishment 
of  different  regulations  applicable  to 
containers  or  packages  within  a 
container  as  recommended  by  the 
committee  and  approved  by  &e 
Secretary  if  it  is  found  that  any  such 
regulations  would  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act 
“Part”  and  “subpart”  should  be 
defined  in  the  order  to  make  clear  the 
.  meaning  of  such  terms  whenever  they 
are  used  throughout  the  order. 

Consistent  with  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  “part”  should  mean 
collectively  the  order  regulating  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  grown  in  California  and 
all  rules  and  regulations  issued 
thereimder.  Likewise,  the  recommended 
order  and  the  various  subdivisions  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  would  each  be 
referred  to  as  subparts  of  the  part 
(b)  It  is  desirable  to  establish  an 
agency  to  administer  the  order  locally  as 
an  aid  to  the  Secretary  in  carrying  out 
the  purposes  of  the  older  and  of  the  act 
A  com^ttee  consisting  of  nine  members 
would  be  appropriate  and  the  term 
“Ruby  Seedless  Grape  Committee” 
would  be  a  proper  identification  of  the 
agency  and  reflect  its  character.  The 
committee  should  be  composed  of  eight 
producer  members  and  one  public 
member,  with  an  alternate  for  each 
member.  At  present  the  Ruby  Seedless 
grape  industry  is  located  in  a  relatively 
compact  area.  Some  of  the  growers  are 
also  handlers  of  grapes.  Under 
provisions  of  the  proposed  order,  a 
grower  who  performs  handler  functions 
does  not  lose  the  grower  status.  Hence, 
the  record  indicates  it  is  unneccessary 
to  provide  for  handlers  as  such  on  the 
committee.  It  was  testified  without 


opposition  that  changes  in  the  industry 
may  make  it  desirable  to  enlarge  the 
committee  at  some  future  time  and  the 
order  should  provide  for  this.  It  is 
therefore  concluded  that  authority 
should  be  included  whereby  the 
Secretary  could,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  committee,  change  the  number  of 
producer  member  positions  on  the 
committee.  In  the  event  any  such  change 
is  made,  the  order  should  ^ow 
appropriate  changes  in  the  quorum 
requirements  contained  in  8  32. 

In  addition  to  the  eitht  grower 
members  on  the  committee,  there  should 
be  an  individual  to  serve  as  a  public 
member.  A  public  member  could  bring 
the  viewpoint  of  the  general  public  into 
committee  deliberations.  This  could  be 
particularly  valuable  in  helping  the 
committee  to  plan,  implement,  and 
evaluate  marketing  objectives.  In 
addition,  a  public  member  could  act  as 
an  intermediary  and  improve  the 
understanding  of  the  grape  industry  by 
the  general  public  The  public  member 
would  thus  serve  an  important  piupose 
beneficial  to  the  indust^  and  the 
general  public.  Hence,  the  authority  to 
change  ihe  number  of  committee 
members  is  not  to  be  used  to  abolish  the 
position  of  public  member.  It  was 
testified  by  the  proponent  group  that 
should  the  Ruby  Seedless  grape  industry 
increase  as  anticipated,  there  are  likely 
to  be  handlers  of  grapes  who  are  not 
growers.  It  was  advanced  that  it  might 
be  appropriate  to  provide  that  throu^ 
rulemaking  procedures  the  committee 
could  be  restructured  to  include  such 
persons.  However,  no  basis  for 
qualifidations,  nominating  procedure 
and  allocation  of  handler  membership  is 
provided  in  the  record.  It  is  therefore 
concluded  that  if  in  the  future  a  need  for 
such  restructuring  is  manifest  this  need 
would  be  more  appropriately  dealt  with 
by  an  amendatory  proceeding.  Thiu, 
authority  to  restructime  the  committee  to 
include  handler  members  is  not  included 
in  the  recommended  order. 

It  is  appropriate  to  specify  in  the  order 
a  term  of  office  for  members  (and 
alternates)  of  the  committee.  The  record 
indicates  that  a  desirable  term  would  be 
two  fiscal  years  beginning  April  1  of  an 
odd  numbered  year  and  ending  on  the 
second  succeeding  March  31.  In  the 
event  that  the  recommended  order 
becomes  effective,  the  term  of  office  of 
the  initial  committee  members  should 
commence  on  the  date  such  members 
are  selected  by  the  Secretary  and  end 
March  31, 1981. 

So  that  there  will  be  a  committee  at 
all  times,  members  and  alternates,  after 
selection  and  qualification  should 
continue  to  serve  until  their  respective 


successors  are  selected  and  have 
qualified  and  the  order  should  so 
provide.  A  term  of  office  beginning  April  , 
1  would  begin  sufficiently  in  advance  of 
the  time  when  grape  harvesting  begins 
(about  four  months)  to  permit  the 
committee  to  me^t  and  organize; 
consider  the  prospective  crop  and 
marketing  situation;  develop  an 
appropriate  marketing  policy;  and 
consider  the  need  for  any  administrative 
changes. 

Each  person  selected  to  serve  on  the 
committee  as  a  producer  member  should 
be  an  individual  who  is  a  producer,  or 
an  officer  or  employee  of  a  corporate 
producer  or  other  type  of  business  unit 
engaged  in  the  production  of  grapes.  The 
public  member  should  be  a  resident  of 
the  production  area  and  should  not  be 
engaged  in  or  have  a  financial  interest  in 
the  production,  processing,  financing,  or 
marketing  (except  as  a  consumer)  of 
Ruby  Seedless,  or  any  other  variety  of 
grapes. 

The  order  should  provide  for 
submission  of  the  names  of  nominees  for 
initial  members  of  the  Ruby  Seedless 
Grape  Cmnmittee  by  the  group 
responsible  for  initiating  the  request  f(m 
the  order.  This  group  was  the 
“Proponents  for  Ruby  Seedless 
Mariceting  Order.”  llie  record  indicates 
that  this  group  intends  to  secure  such 
names  by  conducting  nomination 
meetings  among  all  Imown  Ruby 
Seedless  grape  producers.  Any  ' 
nominations  resulting  frrom  such  meeting 
should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  no 
later  than  the  effective  date  of  the  order, 
should  the  order  be  promulgated.  In  the 
event  no  such  nominations  are  made, 
the  Secretary  should  be  authorized  to 
select  the  initial  committee  members 
from  among  qualified  persons.  A 
meeting  for  the  purpose  of  nominating 
successors  for  poroducer  members  of 
the  committee  should  be  held,  or  caused 
to  be  held,  by  the  committee  not  later 
than  February  15  of  each  odd  numbered 
year.  Such  meeting  should  be  held  at 
such  time  and  place  as  will  result  in 
maximum  grower  participation.  If  the 
production  area  is  divided  into  districts 
at  some  future  date,  the  committee 
should  consider  whether  or  not  meetings 
should  be  held  in  each  district  and  act 
accordingly.  The  order  should  provide 
that  only  growers,  including  duly 
authorized  representatives  of  growers, 
who  are  present  at  nomination  meetings 
may  participate  in  nominations.  Each 
grower  should  be  entitled  to  cast  one 
vote  for  each  nominee  regardless  of  the 
number  of  business  units  in  which  that 
grower  may  be  involved.  A  grower, 
including  officers,  or  employees  of  such 
a  grower,  should  be  eligible  to  fill  only 
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one  position  on  die  committee.  Hie 
order  should  provide  that  the  committee 
may  appoint  a  subcommittee  to  locate 
prospective  nominees  for  the  public 
member  and  alternate  membw  positions 
for  consideration  by  the  committee. 

While  the  subcommittee  should  function 
to  identify  possible  candidates  for  the 
public  member  position,  the  committee 
should  make  the  final  nominations. 

The  order  should  provide  that  the 
members  of  the  committee  shall  be 
selected  by  the  Secretary  fiom  those 
nominated  or  from  among  other 
qualified  persons.  It  should  also  provide 
that  in  the  event  nominations  are  not 
made  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
hereinafter  specified,  the  Secretary  may 
select  members  and  alternates  wi^out 
regard  to  nominations.  Such  selection 
should,  of  course,  be  fixim  qualified 
persons  as  provided  in  the  order. 

The  order  should  require  that  any 
person  selected  by  the  Secretary  as  a 
member  or  alternate  shall  qualify  by 
promptly  filing  a  written  acceptance 
after  being  notified  of  selection. 

The  order  should  provide  a  method  of 
filling  any  vacancies  on  the  committee, 
including  selection  by  the  Secretary  if 
nominations  to  fill  any  vacancies  are  not 
made  as  hereinafter  provided.  There 
may  be  vacancies  caused  by  the  death, 
removal,  resignation,  or  disqualification 
of  a  member  or  alternate.  It  is  important 
to  maintain  full  membership  on  the 
committee,  thus  the  order  should  require 
the  committee  to  nominate  a  person  to 
fill  a  vacancy  on  the  committee  within  a 
reasonable  time  after  such  vacancy 
occurs.  In  the  event  the  committee 
should  fail  to  so  nominate,  the  order 
should  authorize  the  Secretary  to  fill 
such  vacancy  without  regard  to 
nominations. 

The  order  should  provide  that  an 
alternate  member  shall  be  selected  for 
each  member  of  the  committee.  Each 
alternate  selected  should  have  the  same 
qualifications  for  membership  as  the 
member.  There  could  be  occasions  when 
a  committee  member  is  unable  to  attend 
a  meeting  or  meetings.  Provisions  for 
alternates  would  help  assure  a  quorum 
at  meetings,  and  thus  permit  the 
committee  to  conduct  business  when 
members  are  absent  Moreover,  in  the 
event  of  death,  removal  resignation,  or 
disqualification  of  a  member,  the 
alternate  should  act  until  a  new  member 
is  nominated  and  selected.  The  order 
should  provide  that  in  the  event  a 
producer  member  and  that  member’s 
alternate  are  both  unable  to  attend  a 
committee  meeting,  such  member  or  the 
committee  members  present  at  the 
meeting  should  be  pe^tted  to 
designate  any  other  producer  alternate 


to  serve  in  such  member’s  place  in  the 
event  such  action  may  be  necessary  to 
secure  the  required  quorum. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  or  die 
committee  should  be  authorized  under 
the  order  to  request  attendance  at 
meetings  by  any  alternate  without 
regard  to  the  expected  or  actual 
attendance  of  the  member.  Likewise,  the 
chairman  or  committee  should  be 
authorized  to  request  any  alternate  to 
perform  other  necessary  duties  in 
conjunction  with  the  order. 

The  committee  should  be  given  those 
specific  powers  which  are  set  forth  in 
Section  Scf^KC)  of  the  act  Such  powers 
are  necessary  to  enable  an 
administrative  agency  of  this  character 
to  function. 

The  committee's  duties,  as  set  forth  in 
the  recommended  order,  are  necesssary 
for  the  discharge  of  its  responsibilities. 
These  duties  are  generally  similar  to 
those  specified  for  administrative 
agencies  under  other  programs  of  this 
character.  It  should  be  recognized  that 
these  specified  duties  are  not 
necessarily  all-inclusive,  and  it  may 
develop  that  there  are  other  appropriate 
duties  the  committee  may  need  to 
perform. 

The  order  should  provide  that  at  least 
six  members  of  the  committee  or 
alternates  acting  for  members,  are 
necessary  to  constitute  a  quorum  and 
any  action  by  the  committee  shall 
require  the  concurring  vote  of  a  majority 
of  the  members  present  However,  any 
committee  actions  relative  to  expenses 
and  assessments  or  recomendations  for 
regulations  pursuant  to  §{  .50  through 
.55  should  require  at  least  six  concurring 
votes.  This  requirement  would  insure 
that  actions  pertaining  to  committee 
expenses  and  regulations  have 
substantial  industry  support  The  record 
indicates  there  may  be  occasions  where 
action  should  be  t^cen  but  such  action 
does  not  warrant  the  expense  of  an 
assembled  meeting  and  the 
inconvenience  to  conunittee  members  of 
the  travel  involved.  In  such  cases,  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  authorize  the 
committee  to  vote  by  telephone, 
telegraph,  or  by  other  means  of 
communication.  To  enable  this,  the 
order  should  authorize  such  voting. 
However,  actions  so  taken  should 
requm  at  least  eight  votes  of  v^ch  not 
less  than  six  shall  be  affirmative.  Any 
action  relative  to  regulations  pursuant  to 
S  S  -50  through  .55  or  assessments 
pursuant  to  S  .41  should  be  taken  at 
assembled  meetings. 

The  order  should  provide  that 
members  of  the  committee,  and 
alternates  when  acting  as  members, 
shall  be  reimbursed  for  out-of-podiet 


reasonable  expenses  incurred  in 
performing  committee  business.  It  would 
be  unfair  to  e}q;>ect  members  to 
personally  cover  such  expenses  incurred 
on  behalf  of  the  industry.  Primarily, 
most  expenses  would  be  incurred  in 
attending  committee  meetings:  however, 
there  may  be  instances  when  a  member 
or  alternate  would  be  assigned  specific 
duties  by  the  committee,  and  inmir 
expenses  in  performance  of  such  duties. 
In  any  such  case,  the  member  or 
alternate  should  be  reimbursed  for  any 
reasonable  expenses  involved  in 
performing  such  duties. 

The  order  should  include  a  provision 
whereby  the  committee  may  prepare 
and  submit  to  the  Secretary  an  annual 
report  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
end  of  each  crop  year.  Any  such  report 
should  be  made  available  to  any  grower, 
handler,  or  any  other  person  who 
requests  a  copy.  ’The  report  should 
review  the  administrative,  finandcd, 
regulatory  and  research  activities  of  the 
committee.  It  should  also  include 
information  on  shipments,  prices, 
available  marketing  information,  and 
any  other  appropriate  information  that 
is  available. 

(c)  The  committee  should  be 
authorized  under  the  order  to  incur  such 
expenses  as  the  Secretary  finds  are 
reasonable  and  lik^y  to  be  incurred  by 
it  during  each  fiscal  year.  Such  a 
provision  is  necessary  to  assure  the 
maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
committee  and  should  include  the 
funding  of  any  committee  activities  as 
the  Secretary  may  determine  to  be 
appropriate.  Necessary  expenses 
include  such  items  as  salaries  for 
administrative  employees,  travel 
expenses,  rent,  utilities,  equipment  and 
supplies.  These  are  expenses  ordinarily 
associated  with  the  operation  of  a 
business  entity  and  are  likely  to  be 
incurred  in  the  operation  and 
functioning  of  the  committee.  The 
comittee  should  be  required  to  prepare  a 
budget  showing  estimates  of  income  and 
expenditures  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  order  during  a 
fiscal  3rear.  Such  budget,  including  an 
analysis  of  its  conqranents,  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  for  approval 
prior  to  mr  near  the  beginning  of  each 
fiscal  year.  Any  such  budget  should  also 
include  a  recommendation  to  the 
Secretary  of  a  rate  of  assessment 
designed  to  secure  the  income  required 
for  such  fiscal  year.  ’Ibe  order  should 
provide  fw  assessment  of  handlers  for 
maintenance  and  functioning  of  the 
committee  throu^unit  foe  poiod  the 
order  is  in  effect  irrespective  of  ufoefoer 
particular  provisions  thneof  are 
suspended  or  are  inoperative.  ’The  act 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44.  No.  116  /  Thursday,  June  14,  1979  /  Proposed  Rules 


34141 


authorizes  the  Secretary  to  approve  the 
incurring  of  expenses  by  the 
administrative  agency  established  under 
an  order  and  requires  the  order  to 
contain  provisions  requiring  handlers  to 
pay  their  pro  rata  shares  of  such 
expenses. 

The  rate  of  assessment  should  be 
established  by  the  Secretary  on  the 
basis  of  the  committee’s 
recommendation,  and  other  available 
information.  In  the  event  that  an 
assessment  rate  is  established  which 
does  not  generate  sufficient  income  to 
pay  the  approved  expenses,  the 
Secretary  should  be  authorized  to 
increase  such  assessment  rate  in  order 
to  secure  sufficient  funds.  Any  such 
increase  should  be  applicable  to  all 
grapes  handled  during  the  applicable 
fis(^  year. 

While  the  order  should  require  each 
handler  to  pay  to  the  committee  a  pro 
rata  share  of  the  expenses  as  the 
Secretary  finds  are  reasonable  and 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  committee 
dxiring  each  fiscal  year,  provision  should 
be  made  for  financing  previous  to  the 
time  assessment  income  is  available 
from  assessments  to  defray  expenses. 
Since  the  recommended  fiscal  year 
begins  on  April  1  and  any  assessment 
revenue  would  not  be  received  by  the 
committee  until  after  grapes  are  handled 
(mid-August),  the  committee  should  be 
authorized  to  accept  advance  payment 
of  assessments  or  to  borrow  money  to 
pay  expenses  due  before  assessment 
income  is  received.  In  addition,  the 
committee  should  be  authorized  to  carry 
over  any  excess  assessment  funds,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  into 
subsequent  fiscal  years,  as  a  reserve.  If 
excess  assessment  funds  collected  fi^m 
handlers  during  a  fiscal  year  are  not 
carried  over  as  a  reserve,  handlers 
should  be  entitled  to  a  proportionate 
refund  of  any  such  excess  funds.  Such 
refund  may  be  made  by  direct  payment 
to  a  handler  or  by  cretfiting  such  amount 
against  such  handler’s  assessment  in  the 
subsequent  fiscal  year.  However,  the 
order  should  provide  that  any  such 
refund  can  be  applied  to  offset  any 
outstanding  obligation  due  the 
committee  frt)m  such  handler.  Funds 
carried  in  such  reserve  should  not  be 
allowed  to  exceed  approximately  one 
fiscal  year’s  expense.  Such  funds  should 
be  available  for  all  approved  expenses 
during  any  fiscal  year  including  those 
falling  due  prior  to  the  time  assessment 
income  frnm  that  year  is  available:  to 
cover  any  deficit  in  a  fiscal  year  when 
assessment  income  is  less  than 
expenses;  to  defray  expenses  during  any 
period  when  any  or  all  of  the  provisions 
of  the  order  may  be  suspended  or  are 


inoperative;  and  to  cover  necessary 
liquidation  expenses  in  the  event  the 
oi^er  is  terminated.  Upon  termination  of 
the  order,  handlers  would  be  entitled  to 
a  refund  of  their  equities.  However, 
should  the  order  be  terminated  after 
many  years  of  operation,  it  may  be 
difficult  to  determine  handler  equities 
with  precision.  Therefore,  the  oMer 
should  provide  that  in  such  event,  the 
funds  may  be  disposed  of  in  such 
manner  as  the  Sectary  determines  to 
be  appropriate,  but  to  the  extent 
practicable  any  such  funds  shall  be 
returned  pro  rata  to  the  handlers  from 
whom  such  funds  were  collected. 

The  order  should  provide  authority  to 
permit  the  committee,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  to  levy  a  late  payment 
charge  or  interest  or  both,  on 
assessments  that  are  not  paid  by  the 
time  specified  by  the  committee. 
Nonpayment  of  assessments  can  have 
an  adverse  effect  on  the  operation  of  the 
committee  and  may  require  it  to  borrow 
money  and  pay  interest  to  continue 
operation.  It  is  not  fair  for  one  handler 
to  pay  assessments  on  time  while 
another  does  not  Delinquent  accoimts 
are  costly  to  collect  and  time  consuming 
and  shoidd  be  avoided  if  at  all  possible. 
By  paying  the  obligation  when  due, 
handlers  would  not  be  subject  to  either 
the  late  payment  charge  or  interest  The 
record  indicates  that  any  late  payment 
charge  and/or  interest  rate  applicable  to 
delinquent  assessments  should  be 
estabUshed  by  issuance  of  appropriate 
rules  and  regulations  recommended  by 
the  committee  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary. 

All  funds  received  by  the  committee 
under  the  order  should  be  used  solely 
for  the  purposes  of  the  order.  The 
Secretary  should  be  authorized  to 
require  the  committee,  at  any  time,  to . 
account  for  all  receipts  and 
disbiu*sements.  Also,  when  any  person 
ceases  to  be  a  member  or  alternate  of 
the  committee,  such  person  should  be 
required  to  account  for  all  funds, 
property  and  other  assets  for  which  such 
person  is  responsible  and  to  deliver  to 
the  committee  any  such  funds,  property, 
and  assets.  Such  person  should  execute 
appropriate  assignments  and  other 
instruments  as  may  be  appropriate  to 
vest  in  the  committee  the  right  to  all 
such  funds  and  property  and  all  claims 
vested  in  such  person. 

(d)  The  order  should  provide 
authority,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  for  the 
establishment  of  production  research 
and  marketing  research  and 
development  projects  designed  to  assist, 
improve,  or  promote  the  marketing, 
distribution,  and  consumption  or 
efficient  production  of  Ruby  Seedless 


grapes.  This  authority  is  intended  to 
permit  research  into  propagation  and 
cultural  practices  as  well  as  marketing 
and  distribution.  It  does  not  authorize 
any  form  of  paid  advertising  because 
such  advertising  for  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  is  not  authorized  by  the  act 
Since  the  Ruby  Seedless  grape  is  a 
relatively  new  variety  of  grape  and  its 
production  is  expected  to  increase 
rapidly  in  the  inimediate  future,  research 
relative  to  pruning,  fertilization, 
cultivation  and  pest  confrol  would  be 
appropriate  areas  for  research.  With 
respect  to  research  on  marketing  and 
distribution  of  such  grapes,  container 
and  other  packaging  research  should  be 
included. 

The  foregoing  are  merely  examples  of 
the  kinds  of  research  that  the  committee 
may  wish  to  undertake.  They  are  not 
intended  to  be  all  inclusive.  It  is  not 
possible  to  anticipate  all  the  problems 
that  may  arise  wMch  may  require 
research.  Hence,  it  is  desirable  for  the 
order  to  contain  all  the  authority  of  the 
act  so  the  committee  may  engage  in  any 
research  projects  relative  to  production 
and  marketi]^  designed  to  assist, 
improve,  6r  promote  the  marketing, 
distribution,  consumption,  or  efficient 
production  of  Ruby  ^edless  grapes. 

The  Committee  should  be  empowered 
to  engage  in  or  contract  for  such 
projects,  to  spend  funds  for  such 
purposes  and  to  consult  and  cooperate 
with  other  agencies  in  the  conduct  of 
research  projects.  Approval  by  the 
Secretary  would  be  required  prior  to 
engaging  in  any  resear^  project 

A  representative  of  the  California 
Table  Grape  Commission  testified  in 
opposition  to  inclusion  in  the  proposed 
order  of  authorization  for  the  committee 
to  engage  in  marketing  research  and 
development  projects.  The  Commission 
conducts  advertising  and  research  imder 
the  authority  of  the  California 
Agricultural  Code.  The  funds  for  such 
projects  are  obtained  through 
assessments  levied  on  grape  producers. 
Under  section  65501  of  this  code,  if  (a 
marketing  agreement  or)  a  marketing 
order  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agricultiu*e 
contains  provisions  substantially  similar 
to  those  in  the  California  code,  Ae  code 
is  inapplicable  to  any  producer,  shipper, 
or  other  person  covered  under  the 
Federal  marketing  agreement  or  order. 

Section  608c(6)(I)  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  provides,  in  part,  that 
inclusion  in  a  Federal  marketing  order  of 
provisions  for  research  and  marketing 
promotion  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
preclude,  preempt,  or  supersede  any 
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such  provisions  in  any  State  program 
covering  the  same  commodity. 

The  evidence  of  record  indicates  that 
the  proponent  group  have  no  objection 
to  payment  of  assessments  to  the 
California  Table  Grape  Commission.  It 
was  suggested  at  the  hearing  that  the 
California  Table  Grape  Commission  and 
the  Ruby  Seedless  grape  industry  could 
effect  a  memorandum  of  understanding 
to  assure  the  Commission  that  the 
Federal  order  was  not  intended  to 
preempt  the  provisions  relative  to 
production  and  market  research  and 
promotion.  Since  as  heretofore  noted, 
the  wording  of  the  act  relative  to  this 
subject  clearly  indicates  there  is  no 
preemption,  any  agreement  between  the 
Commission  and  the  Ruby  Seedless 
grape  industry  would  be  outside  the 
authority  and  scope  of  the  marketing 
order. 

(e)  The  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  to 
establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes,  among  other  commodities,  as 
will  tend  to  establish  parity  prices  to 
growers  and  be  in  the  public  interest. 
The  regulation  of  the  handling  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes,  as  proposed  to.be 
authorized  in  the  order,  would  provide  a 
means  for  carrying  out  such  policy. 

To  facilitate  the  operation  of  the 
program  each  year  the  committee  should 
submit  a  marketing  policy  report  to  the 
Secretary.  The  report  should  be  for  the 
ensuing  season  and  should  be  submitted 
by  the  committee  prior.to  making  any 
recommendations  relative  to  regulations 
for  such  season.  In  developing  its 
marketing  policy,  the  committee  should 
give  consideration  to  factors  which 
a^ect  the  production  and  marketing  of 
Ruby  Seedless  grapes.  Any  such  policy 
should  be  announced  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  the  harvesting  period.  The 
reason  for  such  timely  announcement  is 
so  growers  and  handlers  will  be 
apprised  of  the  grade,  maturity,  color, 
size,  pack,  or  container  regulations  that 
are  likely  to  be  in  effect  for  the 
upcoming  season  and  can  plan 
accordingly. 

The  factors  set  forth  in  the 
recommended  order  which  the 
committee  should  consider  in 
developing  its  marketing  policy  are 
those  that  are  appropriate  and 
necessary  for  a  proper  evaluation  of  the 
overall  supply  and  market  outlook. 

In  considering  its  marketing  policy, 
the  committee  needs  to  know  the 
expected  quantity  and  quality  of  the 
forthcoming  crop.  The  committee  should 
also  have  similar  information  about 
other  varieties  of  table  grapes.  At 
present,  almost  all  of  the  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  produced  are  sold  in  the  fresh 


market.  However,  in  the  future, 
quantities  of  these  grapes  may  be  sold 
for  freezing  or  canning,  dried  into 
raisins,  or  sold  to  the  wineries,  therefore 
the  expected  demand  conditions  for 
such  grapes  should  include  an  appraisal 
of  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  in  all  outlets.  Information 
relative  to  the  trend  and  level  of 
consumer  income  and  supplies  of 
competing  commodities  should  be 
included  because  of  the  influence  such 
factors  might  exert  on  shipments  of 
grapes.  Since  certain  regulations  are 
permitted  only  when  the  price  to 
growers  is  below  parity,  ^e  committee 
should  indicate  in  its  marketing  policy 
the  expected  price  for  Ruby  See^ess 
grapes  and  the  relationship  of  any  such 
price  to  the  parity  price.  In  addition  to 
the  foregoing  information,  the  committee 
should  include  in  its  marketing  policy 
report  any  other  factors  likely  to  have  a 
bearing  on  the  marketing  of  grapes. 

The  Ruby  Seedless  Grape  Committee, 
as  the  local  administrative  agency  under 
the  proposed  order,  should  be 
authorized  to  recommend  regulations 
designed  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  and  as  provided  in  the 
order.  As  previously  mentioned, 
authority  for  regulations  should  include 
grade,  size,  quality  (including  color), 
maturity,  or  any  combination  thereof,  for 
grapes  grown  in  the  production  area. 

The  committee  should  also  be 
authorized  by  the  order  to  recommend 
regulations  relative  to  the  size,  capacity, 
weight,  dimensions,  markings,  or  pack  of 
any  container  or  containers  used  in  the 
handling  of  such  grapes.  In  addition,  the 
committee  should  have  the  authority  to 
recommend  such  other  terms  and 
conditions  as  may  be  incidental  to,  and 
not  inconsistent  with,  the  regiilatory 
authority,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  which 
may  be  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
provisions  of  the  order.  It  is  appropriate 
that  the  committee  should  have  the 
responsibility  for  recommending 
regulations  to  be  considered  by  the 
Secretary  and  that  the  Secretary  look  to 
the  committee  for  such 
recommendations. 

The  regulation  of  the  grade,  size, 
quality  (including  color),  and  maturity  of 
grapes  is  a  basic  function  of  the 
proposed  marketing  order.  The  shipment 
of  low  grade,  small  size,  and  otherwise 
poor  quality  grapes  destroys  consumer 
conHdence  and  depresses  financial 
returns  to  growers. 

The  evidence  of  record  indicates  that 
the  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Table 
Grapes  could  serve  as  a  basis  for 
regulation  under  the  order.  It  is  intended 
that  any  minimum  grade  and  quality 
standard  could  be  made  effective 


regardless  of  whether  the  price  for  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  is  above  or  below 
parity. 

A  number  of  attributes  are  related  to 
quality  in  grapes.  Maturity  of  grapes  is 
an  important  element  in  palatability  and 
may  be  determined  by  measuring  the 
soluble  solids.  Color  is  an  important 
factor  because  consiuner  selection  of 
grapes  is  likely  to  be  influenced  by  the 
“eye  appeal”  of  the  fruit.  Uniformity  of 
size  of  the  individual  grapes  in  a  bunch 
is  a  significant  factor  in  a  consumer’s 
decision  to  buy  or  not  to  buy.  Small 
berries,  referred  to  in  the  trade  as 
“water  berries”  or  “shot  berries",  are 
often  immatxue  and  either  sour  or  . 
completely  lacking  in  flavor.  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  to  establish  quality  and 
maturity  standards  to  prohibit  the 
marketing  of  grapes  that  are  materially 
disfigured,  decayed,  improperly  colored 
and  otherwise  unacceptable. 

Section  608c(6)(I)  of  the  act  authorizes 
inclusion  in  a  marketing  order  of  terms 
and  conditions  to  fix  size,  capacity, 
weight,  dimensions,  or  pack  of  the 
container  or  containers  used  in  the 
handling  of  grapes.  The  Ruby  Seedless 
grape  industry  is  expected  to  increase 
substantially  in  the  future.  Marketing 
the  increased  production  will  demand 
trade  confidence.  Suitable  containers, 
the  different  sizes  of  which  are  readily 
distinguishable  one  from  another,  could 
be  mandated  by  regulation.  Hence, 
authority  should  be  included  to  regulate 
containers  to  the  extent  necessary  as 
permitted  by  the  act  to  maintain  trade 
confidence,  establish  orderly  marketing 
and  improve  returns  to  growers. 

The  recommended  order  should 
provide  for  modification,  suspension,  or 
termination  of  any  regulation  whenever 
such  action  would  tend  to  advance  the 
objectives  of  the  act  and  the  order.  The 
order  should  authorize  such  based  upon 
a  recommendation  of  the  committee,  or 
other  information  available  to  the 
Secretary.  The  need  for  this  authority  is 
obvious  in  that  there  likely  will  be  times 
when  due  to  changes  in  circumstances,  a 
given  regulation  would  not  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
and  thus  should  be  modified,  suspended, 
or  terminated,  as  applicable. 

The  evidence  of  record  indicates  that 
the  order  should  exempt  grapes  for 
certain  uses  fit>m  payment  of 
assessments,  quality,  and  container 
regulations,  and  inspection  and 
certification  requirements.  Specifically, 
shipment  of  grapes  for  consumption  by 
charitable  institutions,  for  distribution 
by  relief  agencies  or  for  commercial 
processing  into  products  do  not  affect 
the  marketing  of  grapes  in  commercial 
fresh  fruit  maricet  channels. 
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Consequently,  such  shipments  should  be 
exempt  from  order  requirements.  At  the 
present  time,  minor  quantities  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  are  processed  into 
raisins,  frozen,  or  used  in  the  production 
of  wine.  The  order  should  also  include 
discretionary  authority  to  exempt  the 
handling  of  grapes  for  such  specihed 
purposes  or  in  such  minimum  quantities 
as  may  be  found  consistent  with  good 
administration.  Grapes  handled  in  gift 
packages,  sold  by  a  producer  at  his  own 
roadside  stand,  or  those  shipped  for  use 
in  conjunction  with  marketing  research 
and  development  projects,  are  examples 
of  handling  which  should  be  eligible  for 
exemption  from  assessments,  quality 
and  container  regulations,  or  inspection 
and  certification  requirements  or  a 
combination  thereof  However,  to 
prevent  possible  abuse  of  the  exemption 
provisions,  the  committee  should  have 
authority  to  prescribe  approriate  rules, 
regulations,  and  safegua^s  to  prevent 
grapes  handled  under  exemptions  from 
entering  the  channels  of  commerce  for 
fresh  grapes  or  for  some  purpose  other 
than  the  specific  purpose  authorized,  if 
such  action  is  necessary. 

The  record  indicates  that  there  may 
be  times  when  grapes  held  in  storage 
will  deteriorate  and  no  longer  meet  the 
minimum  quality  requirements.  It  is 
likely  that  such  grapes  would  be 
disposed  of  for  commercial  processing 
into  products  imder  the  exemption 
provisions.  In  addition,  in  any  grap6 
packing  operation  there  often  is  a 
quantity  of  cull  fruit  remaining  after 
packing.  Any  such  cull  fruit  may  be 
disposed  of  to  exempt  uses  under  the 
exemption  provisions.  However,  should 
abuses  occur,  such  as  diversion  to  non¬ 
exempt  channels,  the  committee  should 
have  authority  to  establish  appropriate 
controls.  Such  controls  may  include  a 
requirement  that  handlers  agree  to 
observe  specified  requirements  and 
comply  with  established  safeguards  to 
han^e  grapes  under  any  such 
exemption. 

(f)  Inspection  and  certification  of 
shipments  are  necessary  to  assure  that 
the  handling  of  grapes  complies  with 
regulations  effective  under  the  proposed 
order.  The  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  has  inspectors  in  the  production 
'  area.  At  the  hearing,  a  representative  of 
this  agency  indicated  that  the  agency  is 
in  a  position  to  provide  any  necessary 
inspection  and  certification. 

Responsibility  for  obtaining 
inspection  would  fall  upon  the  handlers. 
All  grapes  should  be  inspected  prior  to 
handling.  However,  there  may  be  some 
occasions  when  inspectors  are  not 
available  in  a  reasonable  time  to 
perform  the  required  ia^>ectioii. 


Consequently,  the  order  should  provide 
that  in  such  cases  the.  inspection 
requirement  may  be  waived.  Subject  to 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  the  committee 
should  prescribe  rules  and  regulations 
governing  the  issuance  of  waivers  of 
inspection  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  such 
provision.  Moreover,  any  such  waiver 
should  not  release  the  handler  from 
complying  fully  with  any  other  order 
requirements. 

Grapes  are  perishable  and  may 
deteriorate  over  time,  particularly  if 
preventive  steps  are  not  taken. 

Therefore,  the  order  should  authorize 
establishment  of  a  maximum  time  an 
inspection  certificate  is  valid.  Such 
au&ority  could  be  used  as  necessary  to 
require  that  grapes  be  inspected  within 
a  specified  time  prior  to  shipment,  and  if 
the  grapes  are  not  shipped  within  such 
time  would  be  subject  to  reinspection. 

The  order  should  require  that  handlers 
furnish  the  committee  a  copy  of  the 
inspection  certificate  applicable  to  each 
lot  of  grapes.  The  certificates  contain 
considerable  data  of  value  to  the 
committee  in  conducting  program 
operations  which  would  otherwise  have 
to  be  obtained  by  requiring  reports  from 
handlers.  The  certificates  also  can  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  assessment  billing. 
This  requirement  may  be  accomplished 
by  having  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  forward  to  the  committee  a  copy 
of  each  inspection  certificate  issued  on 
Ruby  Seedless  grapes.  The  order  should 
authorize  the  committee  to  enter  into  an 
agreement  with  the  Federal-State 
Inspection  Service  for  the  required 
ipspection  and  collect  from  handlers 
their  respective  pro  rata  share  of 
inspection  costs.  The  benefits  of  the 
order,  including  inspection,  will  accrue 
to  the  industry  generally.  Under  a 
committee  contract  it  is  contemplated 
that  the  inspection  fee  would  be  set  as  a 
uniform  fee  per  carton  or  lug  regardless 
of  where  or  how  many  cartons  or  lugs 
are  inspected  at  a  particular  time. 

(g)  The  conunittee  should  have 
authority,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  to  require  that  handlers 
submit  to  the  committee  such  reports 
and  information  as  it  may  need  to 
perform  its  functions  and  fulfill  its 
responsibilities  under  the  order. 
Handlers  have  the  necessary 
information  in  their  possession  and  the 
requirement  that  they  furnish  it  to  the 
committee  in  the  form  of  reports  should 
not  constitute  an  undue  bu^en. 

Reports  are  needed  by  the  committee 
for  such  purposes  as  determining 
whether  haxidlers  are  complying  with 
order  requirements:  to  aid  in 
determining  and  collecting  program 
assessments;  and  to  enable 


computations  of  statistical  data  for  use 
in  marketing  policy  development  and 
reconunendations  for  regulations. 

It  is  anticipated  that  information 
needed  may  include:  the  name  of  the 
shipper  and  the  shipping  point; 
identification  of  the  carrier,  date  and 
time  of  shipment;  munber  of  containers 
in  a  shipment;  destination  of  shipment; 
and  inspection  certificate  or  waiver  of 
inspection  applicable  to  the  shipment. 
The  foregoiiig,  however,  should  not  be 
construed  as  a  complete  list  of 
information  the  committee  might 
require.  It  is  not  possible  at  this  time  to 
anticipate  every  type  of  report  or  kind  of 
information  wldch  the  committee  may 
find  necessary  for  the  proper  conduct  of 
operations  under  the  order.  Therefore, 
the  order  should  authorize  the 
committee,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  to  require  each  haiidler  to 
furnish  such  information  as  it  finds 
necessary  for  it  to  perform  its  duties 
under  thfe  order. 

The  order  should  require  each  handler 
to  maintain  such  records  of  the  grapes 
received  and  disposed  of  as  may  be 
necessary  to  verify  the  reports  such 
handler  submits  to  the  committee.  All 
such  records  should  be  maintained  for 
two  fiscal  years  after  the  fiscal  year  in 
which  the  transactions  occurred. 

The  record  indicates  that  the 
inspection  certificate  and  shipping 
manifest  applicable  to  each  shipment  of 
grapes  would  likely  contain  most  of  the 
information  the  committee  would  need, 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  operations. 
Thus,  the  submission  of  reports  directly 
by  handlers  should  be  kept  to  a 
minimum.  As  hereinafter  specified  in  the 
order,  all  reports  and  recoils  submitted 
by  handlers  for  committee  use  should  be 
kept  confidential  in  the  custody  of  a 
committee  employee  and  the  contents 
disclosed  to  no  j)erson  other  than  the 
Secretary  and  persons  authorized  by  the 
Secretary.  Under  certain  circumstances, 
release  of  information  compiled  from 
reports  may  be  helpful  to  the  committee 
and  to  the  industry  generally  in  plaiming 
operations  imder  the  order.  However, 
any  information  released  should  be  on  a 
composite  basis,  and  such  release  of 
information  should  disclose  neither  the 
identity  of  the  person  furnishing  the 
information  nor  such  person’s  individual 
operations.  This  is  necessary  to  prevent 
disclosure  of  information  that  may  affect 
the  trade  or  financial  position  or 
business  operations  of  individual 
handlers. 

(h)  Except  as  provided  in  the 
recommended  onler,  no  handler  should 
be  permitted  to  handle  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes,  the  handling  of  which  is 
prohibited  by  such  order  or  prohibited 
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by  any  regulations  issued  under  such 
order.  If  the  program  is  to  operate 
e^ectively,  compliance  with  its 
requirements  is  essential  and  no  handler 
should  be  permitted  to  evade  any  of  its 
provisions.  Any  such  evasion  on  the 
part  of  even  one  handler  could  be 
demoralizing  to  those  handlers  who  are 
in  compliance  and  could  impair  the 
elective  operation  of  the  program. 

(i)  The  provisions  of  §  §  — .62  through 
— .71  as  contained  in  the  notice  of 
hearing  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  November  30. 1978,  (43  FR 
56045)  and  hereinafter  set  forth  in  the 
recommended  order,  are  common  to 
marketing  agreements  and  orders  now 
operating.  such  provisions  are 
incident^  to  and  not  inconsistent  with 
the  act  and  are  necessary  to  effectuate 
the  other  provisions  of  the 
recommended  marketing  order  and 
mariceting  agreement  and  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  The 
evidence  of  record  supports  inclusion  of 
each  such  provision,  liose  provisions 
which  are  applicable  to  both  the 
maiketing  agreement  and  the  marketing 
order,  identified  by  section  numbers  and 
heading  are  as  follows:  §  — .62  Right  of 
the  Secretary;  {  — ^.63  Effective  time;  S  — 
.64  Termination;  §  — ^.65  Proceedings 
after  termination;  {  — .66  Effect  of 
termination  or  amendment;  8  — ^>67 
Duration  of  inununities;  8  — ^>68  Agents; 

8  — ,66  Derogation:  8  — >70  Personal 
liability;  and  8  — ’71  Separability.  Those 
provWoiu  applicable  to  the  mariceting 
agreement  only  are:  8  — -72 
Counterparts;  8  — -73  Additional  parties; 
and  8  — -74  Order  with  maiketing 
agreement 

Rulings  on  briefs  of  interested  parties. 
At  the  omclusion  of  the  hearing  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  fixed  March 
12, 1979,  as  the  final  date  for  interested 
persons  to  file  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  and  written  arguments  or 
briefs  based  upon  the  evidence  received 
at  the  hearing. 

Two  briefs  were  filed,  both  by  the 
“Proponents  For  Ruby  Seedless 
Maiketing  Order”,  the  group  that 
requested  the  hearing.  One  brief  urged 
that  the  provision  of  the  order  authorize 
container  regulations  to  the  full  extent 
permitted  by  the  Act  ^ledfic  reference 
was  made  to  the  indus^  practice  of 
packaging  grapes  in  poly  (film)  bags, 
and  to  the  testimony  of  an  opposition 
witness  uHbo  maintained  that  the 
regulation  under  the  California  State 
code  applicable  to  packaging  of  table 
grapes  would  be  sufficient  A  review  of 
the  evidence  of  record  %vith  respect  to 
container  regulation  is  found  to  support 
petitioners  position  and  provisions  of 
the  proposed  order  reflect  sui^ 


conclusion.  This  brief  also  urges  that  the 
order  include  to  the  extent  possible,  all 
the  authority  permitted  by  the  Act  for 
production  and  marketing  research  and 
development.  Reference  was  made  to 
the  testimony  of  a  representative  of  the 
California  Table  Grape  Commission 
who  testified  that  §  — .45  should  be 
stricken  from  the  proposed  order  as  it 
wftuld  negate  the  Commission's 
authority  to  collect  research 
assessments  on  Ruby  Seedless  grapes. 
The  record  indicates  that  proponents  of 
the  order  do  not  object  to  payments  of 
Commission  assessments  and  the 
Agriculture  marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended,  under  which  the 
order  would  be  effective,  specifically 
provides  that  the  inclusion  in  a  Federal 
marketing  order  of  provisions  for 
research  and  marketing  development 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  preclude, 
preempt  or  supersede  any  State  program 
covering  the  same  commodity.  A  review 
of  the  record  supports  a  finding  that 
authority  for  pr^uction  research  and 
marketing  research  and  development 
should  be  included  in  the  order,  and  the 
order  reflects  that  conclusion. 

The  other  brief  contends  that  persons 
who  were  producers  on  April  3, 1979, 
should  be  entitled  to  participate  in  the 
voting  for  nominees  to  fill  member  and 
alternate  positions  on  the  committee.  It 
also  suggests  that  such  date  could  be 
used  aa  a  guide  in  establishing  the  date 
of  planting  for  eligibility  or  producers  to 
vote  in  a  referenchun.  llie  term 
“producer”  is  defined  in  the  order  and 
those  who  qualify  as  a  producer  under 
that  definition  at  the  time  the  voting 
occurs  would  be  eligibile  to  vote  for 
nominees  to  fill  producer  positions  on 
the  committee.  As  to  the  suggestion  that 
April  3, 1979,  be  used  to  determine 
eligibility  of  producers  for  voting  in  any 
referendum  on  the  proposed  order,  the 
conduct  of  referenda  is  governed  by 
“Subpart — Procedures  for  the  Conduct 
of  Referenda  in  Connection  with 
Marketing  Orders  for  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
and  Nuts  Pursuant  to  the  Agriculhiral 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended"  (7  CFR  900.400-900.407). 
Under  such  procedure  persons  eligibile 
to  vote  would  be  those  who  at  the  time 
of  the  referendum  qualify  as  producers 
in  terms  of  the  definition  of  “producer" 
contained  in  the  order  and  also  were 
producers  of  the  commodity  during  a 
“representative  period"  specified  by  the 
Secretary  in  a  referendum  order.  The 
record  ontains  no  evidence  supporting 
any  particular  date  or  dates  determining 
a  representative  period.  In  the  event  the 
proposed  order  is  presented  to 
producers  in  a  referendum,  the 
referendum  order  wdiich  would  be 


published  with  the  Secretary’s  Decision 
will  specify  beginning  and  ending  dates 
determining  the  “representative  period" 
for  purposes  of  that  referendum.  The 
Secretary  may,  if  he  so  chooses,  observe 
the  suggested  date  in  establishing  the 
representative  period. 

GeneraJ  Findings.  Upon  the  basis  of 
the  evidence  introduced  at  such  hearing, 
and  the  record  thereof,  it  is  found  thab 

(1)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(2)  'Ihe  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order  regulate  the  handling  of  Ruby 
Seedless  grapes  grown  in  the  production 
area  in  die  same  manner  as,  and  are 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  commercial  or 
industrial  activity  specified  in,  a 
proposed  maiketing  agreement  and 
order  upon  which  a  hearing  has  been 
held; 

(3)  The  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order  are  limited  in  their  applicability  to 
the  smallest  regional  production  area 
vidiich  is  practicable,  consistenly  with 
carrying  out  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  and  the  issuance  of  several  orders 
applicable  to  subdivisons  of  the 
peoduction  area  would  not  effectively 
carry  out  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(4)  There  are  no  differences  in  die 
production  and  marketing  of  Ruby 
seedless  grapes  grown  in  the  production 
area  whi^  make  necessary  diffment 
terms  and  provisions  applirable  to 
differmt  peuls  oi  such  area:  and 

(5)  All  handling  of  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  grown  in  the  production  area,  as 
defined  in  said  maiketing  agreement 
and  order,  is  in  the  current  ^  interstate 
of  foreign  commerce  or  direcdy  burdens. 
obstructSi  or  affects  such  commerce. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order.  The  fc^owing  marketing 
agreement  and  order  ^  are  recommended 
as  the  detailed  means  by  %^ich  the 
foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out 

Definitions 
8  *-*,1  Secretary. 

“Secretary”  means  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  of  the  United  States  or  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Department 
vidio  is  or  udio  may  hereafter  be 
authorized  to  exercise  the  powers  or  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

8— ,2  Act 

“Act”  means  Public  Act  No.  10, 73rd 
Congress  (May  12, 1933)  as  amended 


'The  provieioas  identified  wrilh  eslerislci  (***) 
apply  o^y  to  the  proposed  maiketing  agreement 
and  not  to  the  proposed  maiketing  order. 
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and  as  reenacted  and  amended  by  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat  31.  as 
amended:  7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.).  ' 

$—.3  Person. 

“Person”  means  any  individual, 
partnership,  corporation,  association  or 
any  other  business  unit 

§  —.4  Production  area. 

"Production  area"  means  the  State  of 
California. 

§—.5  Grapes. 

“Grapes"  means  all  strains  of  Ruby 
seedless  grapes  grown  in  the  production 
area. 

S  —.6  Producer. 

“Producer”  is  synonymous  with 
“grower"  and  means  any  person 
engaged  in  a  proprietary  capacity ‘in  the 
production  of  grapes  for  the  fresh 
market. 

§  —.7  Handle. 

“Handle"  and  "ship”  are  synonymous 
and  mean  to  sell,  consign,  deliver,  or 
transport  grapes  or  cause  grapes  to  be 
sold,  consigned,  delivered,  or 
transported  in  the  current  of  commerce 
between  any  point  within  the  production 
area  and  any  point  outside  thereof,  or 
within  the  production  area:  Provided, 
That,  the  term  handle  shall  not  include 
the  sale  of  grapes  on  the  vine  or  the 
transportation  or  delivery  of  grapes  from 
the  vineyard  where  gro%vn  to  a  packing 
facility  located  ivithin  such  area  for 
preparation  for  market 

S— J  Handler. 

"Handler"  and  "shipper”  are 
synonymous  and  mean  any  person 
(except  a  common  or  contract  carrier 
transporting  grapes  owned  by  another 
person)  who  handles  grapes. 

§  —  J  Fiscal  year. 

“Fiscal  year"  is  synonymous  with 
"crop  year"  and  means  Ae  12  month 
period  beginning  April  1  of  any  year  and 
ending  on  March  31  of  the  following 
year,  both  dates  inclusive,  or  such  other 
period  as  the  committee,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  may 
prescribe. 

5  —.10  Committoe. 

"Committee"  means  the  Ruby 
seedless  Grape  Committee  established 
pursuant  to  §  — .20. 

§—.11  District 

“District”  means  the  State  of 
California,  or  such  other  districts  as  may 
be  prescribed  pursuant  to  $  ,31(1). 


§—.12  Pack. 

“Pack"  means  (a)  the  placement  of 
grapes  into  a  container  for  shipment  to 
market  as  fresh  grapes,  or  (b)  the 
specific  arrangement  of  grapes  within  a 
peurticular  type  and  size  of  container  by 
size  of  grape,  weight  grade,  or  any 
combination  thereof,  for  shipment  as 
fresh  grapes. 

§—.13  Container. 

“Container"  means  a  box,  lug,  crate,  ' 
carton,  or  any  other  receptacle  used  in 
packing  grapes  for  shipment  as  fresh 
grapes  and  includes  the  dimensions, 
capacity,  weight  markings,  and  any 
pads,  liners,  lids,  and  any  or  all 
appurtenances  thereto  or  parts  thereof, 
liie  term  applies,  in  the  case  of  grapes 
packed  in  consumer  packages,  to  the 
master  receptacle  and  to  any  and  all 
packages  therein. 

§—.14  Part  and  subpwt 

"Part”  means  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Ruby  Seedless  Grapes 
Grown  in  California  and  all  rules  and 
regulations  and  supplementary  orders 
issued  thereto.  The  aforesaid  Order 
Regulating  the  Handling  of  Ruby 
Seedless  Grapes  Grown  in  California 
shall  be  in  a  "subpart"  of  such  part 

Administrative  Body 

§—.20  Estabishment  and  membership. 

There  is  hereby  established  a  Ruby 
Seedless  Grape  Committee  consisting  of 
nine  members,  each  of  whom  shall  have 
an  alternate  who  shall  have  the  same 
qualifications  as  the  member.  Eight 
members  shall  be  growers  (producer 
members),  and  one  shall  be  a  public 
member.  Producer  membes  and  their 
alternates  shall  be  growers  or 
employees  of  sowers.  Each  member 
and  alternate  shall  meet  the  eligibility 
requirements  set  forth  in  §  .22.  The 
Secretary,  on  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  may  change  die  number 
members  on  the  committee. 

§—.21  Term  of  offloau 

The  term  of  office  of  each  member 
and  alternate  member  of  the  committee 
shall  be  for  two  fiscal  years  beginning 
on  April  1  of  an  odd  numbered  year  and 
endi^  on  Mardi  31  of  an  odd  numbered 
year.  Members  and  alternate  members 
shall  serve  in  such  capacities  for  that 
portion  of  the  term  of  office  for  which 
they  are  selected  and  have  qualified  and 
imtil  their  respective  successors  are 
selected  and  have  qualified. 

§—.22  ENgMMy. 

Each  producer  member  of  the 
committee  shall,  at  the  time  of  selection 
and  during  the  term  of  office,  be  a 


producer  in  the  district  for  which 
selected.  The  public  member  of  the 
committee,  at  the  time  of  selection  and 
during  the  term  of  office,  shall  not  have 
a  financial  interest  in  or  be  associated 
with  the  production,  processing, 
financing  or  marketing  (except  as 
consumers)  of  Ruby  Seedless  or  any 
other  variety  of  grapes. 

§—.23  Nominations. 

(a)  Initial  members.  Nominations  for 
each  of  the  initial  members,  together 
with  nominations  for  the  initial  alternate 
members  for  each  position,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  by  Ae 
committee  responsible  for  promulgation 
of  this  part  Such  nominations  may  be 
made  by  means  of  a  meeting  or  meetings 
of  the  growers  in  the  production  area. 
Such  nominations,  if  made,  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  no  later  than  the 
effective  date  of  this  part  In  the  event 
nominations  for  initial  members  and 
alternate  membes  of  the  committee  are 
not  filed  pursuant  to,  and  within  the 
time  specified  in  this  section,  the 
Secretary  may  select  such  initial 
members  and  alternate  members 
without  regard  to  nominations,  but 
selections  shall  be  on  the  basis  of  the 
representation  provided  in  §  .20. 

(b)  Successor  members.  (1)  The 
com^ttee  shall  hold  or  cause  to  be 
held,  not  later  tilian  February  IS  of  each 
odd  numbered  year,  a  meetfrig  or 
meetings  of  growers  in  each  district  for 
the  purpose  of  designating  nominees  for 
successor  producer  members  and 
alternate  members  of  the  committee. 
These  meetings  shall  be  supervised  by 
the  committee  which  shall  prescribe 
such  procedure  as  shall  be  reasonable 
and  fair  to  all  persons  concerned. 

(2)  Only  growers  who  are  present  at 
each  such  nomination  meeti^,  or  who 
are  represented  by  duly  authorized 
representatives  approved  by  the 
committee,  may  participate  in  the 
nomination  and  election  of  nominees  for 
producer  members  and  their  alternates. 
Each  grower  in  attendance,  or 
authorized  representative  of  a  grower, 
shall  be  entitled  to  cast  only  (me  vote, 
regardless  of  the  number  of  business 
units  the  grower  may  represent,  for  each 
nominee  to  be  selecteiL 

(3)  A  particular  grower,  including 
officers  or  employees  of  such  grower, 
shall  be  eligible  for  membership  as 
member  or  alternate  to  fill  only  one 
position  on  the  committee. 

(4)  Nominations  for  public  member 
and  alternate  shall  be  made  by  the 
committee.  Hie  committee  may  appoint 
a  sulmomittee  to  select  prospective 
nominees  for  the  public  member  and 
alternate  member  positions  on  the 
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committee.  The  committee  shall 
prescribe  such  procedure  for  the 
selection  and  voting  for  each  candidate 
as  shall  be  fair  to  all  persons  concerned. 

S  —.24  SetectkML 

From  the  nominations  made  pursuant 
to  §  .23.  or  from  other  qualified 

persons,  the  Secretary  shall  select  the 
nine  members  of  the  committee  and  an 
alternate  for  each  such  member. 

S  —.25  FaHure  to  nominate. 

If  nominations  are  not  made  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
S  .23,  the  Secretary  may.  without 
regard  to  nominations,  select  the 
members  and  alternate  members  of  the 
committee  on  the  basis  of  the 
representation  provided  for  in  $  .20. 

§  —.26  Acceptance. 

Any  person  selected  by  the  Secretary 
as  a  member  or  as  an  alternate  member 
of  the  committee  shall  qualify  by  filing  a 
written  acceptance  with  the  Secretary 
promptly  after  being  notified  of  such 
selection. 

§  —.27  Vacancies. 

To  fill  any  vacancy  occasioned  by  the 
failure  of  any  person  selected  as  a 
member  or  as  an  alternate  member  of 
the  committee  to  qualify,  or  in  the  event 
of  the  death,  removal,  resignation,  or 
disqualifrcation  of  any  member  or 
alternate  member  of  the  committee,  a 
successor  for  the  unexpired  term  of  such 
member  or  alternate  member  of  the 
committee  shall  be  nominated  and 
selected  in  the  manner  specified  in  § 

.23  and  §  .24.  If  the  names  of  the 

nominees  to  frll  any  such  vacancy  are 
not  made  available  to  the  Secretary 
within  a  reasonable  time  after  such 
vacancy  occurs,  the  Secretary  may  fill 
such  vacancy  without  regard  to 
nominations,  which  selection  shall  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  the  representation 
provided  for  in  §  .20. 

§  —.28  Alternate  members. 

An  alternate  member  shall  act  in  the 
place  of  the  member  during  such 
member's  absence  and  may  be  assigned 
other  program  duties  by  the  chairman  or 
the  committee.  In  the  event  of  the  death, 
removal,  resignation,  or  disqualification 
of  a  member,  the  alternate  shall  act  for 
the  member  until  a  successor  for  such 
member  is  selected  and  has  qualifred.  In 
the  event  that  both  a  producer  member 
and  that  member’s  alternate  are  unable 
to  attend  a  committee  meeting,  the 
member  or  committee  members  present 
may  designate  any  other  alternate  to 
serve  in  such  member’s  place  at  that 
meeting  provided  such  action  is  " 
necessary  to  secure  a  quorum. 


$  —.30  Powers. 

The  committee  shall  have  the 
following  powers: 

(a)  To  administer  the  provisions  of 
this  part  in  accordance  with  its  terms; 

(bj  To  receive,  investigate,  and  report 
to  the  Secretary  complaints  of  violations 
of  the  provisions  of  this  part; 

(c)  To  make  and  adopt  rules  and 
regulations  to  effectuate  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  this  part;  and 

(d)  To  recommend  to  the  Secretary 
amendments  to  this  part. 

§  —.31  Duties. 

The  committee  shall  have,  among 
others,  the  following  duties: 

(a)  To  select  a  chairman  and  such 
other  o^icers  as  may  be  necessary,  and 
to  defrne  the  duties  of  such  officers; 

(b)  To  appoint  such  employees, 
agents,  and  representatives  as  it  may 
deem  necessary,  and  to  determine 
compensation  and  to  define  the  duties  of 
each; 

(c)  To  submit  to  the  Secretary  as  soon 
as  practicable  after  the  beginning  of 
each  fiscal  period  a  budget  for  such 
fiscal  year,  including  a  report  in 
explanation  of  the  items  appearing 
therein  and  a  recommendation  as  to  the 
rate  of  assessment  for  such  year, 

(d)  To  keep  minutes,  books,  and 
records  which  will  reflect  all  of  the  acts 
and  transactions  of  the  committee  and 
which  shall  be  subject  to  examination 
by  the  Secretary; 

(e)  To  prepare  periodic  statements  of 
the  financial  operations  of  the 
committee  and  to  make  copies  of  each 
such  statement  available  to  growers  and 
handlers  for  examination  at  the  office  of 
the  committee; 

(f)  To  cause  its  books  to  be  audited  by 
a  competent  public  accountant  at  least 
once  each  fiscal  year  and  at  such  times 
as  the  Secretary  may  request; 

(g)  To  act  as  intermediary  between 
the  Secretary  and.  any  grower  or 
handler, 

(h)  To  investigate  and  assemble  data 
on  the  growing,  handling,  and  marketing 
conditions  with  respect  to  grapes; 

(i)  To  submit  to  the  Secretary  the 
same  notice  of  meetings  of  the 
committee  as  is  given  to  its  members; 

(j)  To  submit  to  the  Secretary  such 
available  information  as  he  may  request; 

(k)  To  investigate  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  part;  and 

(l)  With  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
to  divide  the  pr^uction  area  into 
districts,  and  to  redefine  such  districts, 
and.  further,  to  apportion  the 
representation  on  the  committee  ammig 
the  districts  or  to  reapportion  such 
representation  among  the  districts. 


$—.32  Procedure. 

(a)  Six  members  of  the  committee,  or 

alternates  acting  for  members,  shall 
constitute  a  quorum  and  any  action  of 
the  committee  shall  require  the 
concurring  vote  of  the  majority  of  those 
present:  Provided,  That  actions  of  the 
committee  with  respect  to  expenses  and 
assessments,  or  lecommendations  for 
regulations  pursuant  to  $  $  .50  through 

.54  shall  require  at  least  six  concurring 
votes. 

(b)  The  committee  may  vote  by 

telephone,  telegraph,  or  other  means  of 
communication,  and  any  vote  cast  by 
telephone  shall  be  confirmed  promptly 
in  writing:  Provided,  That  voting  other 
than  in  an  assembled  meeting  shall 
require  two-thirds  affirmative  vote  of 
the  committee  in  order  to  constitute 
approval  and  at  least  eight  votes  must 
be  cast.  If  an  assembled  meeting  is  held, 
all  votes  shall  be  cast  in  person. 
Recommendations  for  regulation 
pursuant  to  $  .51  and 

recommendations  for  assessments 
pursuant  to  $  .41  may  be  made  only  at 

an  assembled  meeting. 

$ — .33  Expenses  and  compensation. 

The  members  of  the  committee,  and 
alternates  when  acting  as  members, 
shall  serve  without  compensation  but 
shall  be  reimbursed  for  expenses 
necessarily  incurred  by  them  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties  under  this 
part:  Provided,  That  the  committee  at  its 
discretion  may  request  the  attendance  of 
one  or  more  alternates  at  any  or  all 
meetings  notwithstanding  the  expected 
or  actual  presence  of  the  respective 
members  and  may  pay  expenses  as 
aforesaid. 

$  —.34  Annual  report 

The  committee  may,  as  soon  as  is 
practicable  after  the  close  of  each  crop 
year,  prepare  and  mail  an  annual  report 
to  the  Secretary  and  make  a  copy 
available  to  each  grower  and  handler 
who  requests  a  copy  of  the  report 

Expenses  and  Assessments 

$  —.40  Expanses. 

The  committee  is  authorized  to  incur 
such  expenses  as  the  Secretary  finds  are 
reasonable  and  likely  to  be  incurred  by 
the  committee  for  its  maintenance  and 
functioning  and  to  enable  it  to  exercise 
its  powers  and  perform  its  duties  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
part.  The  funds  to  cover  such  expenses 
shall  be  acquired  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  $  .41. 

$—.41  Asssssrasnts. 

(a)  Each  person  who  first  handles 
grapes  shall  pay  to  the  committee,  upon 
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demand,  such  handler’s  pro  rata  share  n 
of  the  expenses  which  the  Secretary 
finds  are  reasonable  and  likely  to 
incurred  by  the  committee  during  a 
fiscal  year.  The  payment  of  assessments 
for  the  maintenance  and  functioning  of 
the  committee  may  be  required  under 
this  part  throughout  the  period  it  is  in 
efiect  irrespective  of  whether  particular 
provisions  thereof  are  suspended  or 
become  inoperative. 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  fix  the  rate  of 
assessment  to  be  paid  by  each  such 
person  during  a  fiscal  year  in  an  amount 
designed  to  secure  sufficient  funds  to 
cover  the  expenses  which  may  be 
incurred  during  such  year  and  to 
accumulate  and  maintain  a  reserve  fund 
equal  to  approximately  one  fiscal  year’s 
expenses.  At  any  time  during  or  after  a 
fiscal  year,  the  Secretary  may  increase 
the  rate  of  assessment  in  order  to  secure' 
sufficient  funds  to  cover  any  later 
findings  by  the  Secretary  relative  to  the 
expenses  which  may  be  incurred.  Such 
increase  shall  be  applied  to  all  grapes 
handled  during  the  applicable  &c^ 
year.  In  order  to  provide  funds  for  the 
administration  of  the  provisions  of  this 
part  during  the  first  part  of  a  fiscal  year 
before  sufficient  operating  income  is 
available  fitim  assessments  on  the 
current  year’s  shipments,  the  committee 
may  accept  the  payment  of  assessments 
in  advance,  and  may  also  borrow  money 
for  such  purpose. 

(c)  Any  assessment  not  paid  by  a 
hanger  within  a  period  of  time 
prescribed  by  the  committee  may  be 
subject  to  an  interest  or  late  payment 
charge,  or  both.  ’The  period  of  time,  rate 
of  interest,  and  late  payment  charge 
shall  be  as  recommended  by  the 
committee  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary.  Subsequent  to  such  approval, 
all  assessments  not  paid  within  the 
period  of  time  prescribed  shall  be 
subject  to  the  interest  or  late  payment 
charge,  or  both. 

S  —.42  Accounting. 

(a)  It  at  the  end  of  a  fiscal  year,  the 
assessments  collected  are  in  excess  of 
expenses  incurred,  such  excess  shall  be 
accounted  for  in  accordance  «vith  one  of 
the  following: 

(1)  If  such  excess  is  not  retained  in  a 
reserve,  as  provided  in  subparagraph  (2) 
of  this  paragraph,  it  shall  be  refunded 
proportionately  to  the  persons  from 
whom  it  was  collected:  Provided,  ’That 
any  sum  paid  by  a  person  in  excess  of 
his  pro  rata  shara  of  the  expenses  during 
any  fiscal  year  may  be  applied  by  die 
committee  at  the  end  of  such  fisc^ 
period  to  any  outstanding  obligations 
due  the  committee  from  such  person. 


(2)  The  committee,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  may  carry  over  such 
excess  into  subsequent  fiscal  years  as  a 
reserve:  Provided,  That  funds  in  the 
reserve  shall  not  exceed  approximately 
one  fiscal  year’s  expenses.  Such  reserve 
funds  may  be  used  (i)  to  defray 
expenses,  during  any  fiscal  year,  prior  to 
the  time  assessment  income  is  sufficient 
to  cover  such  expenses,  (ii)  to  cover 
deficits  incurred  during  any  fiscal  year 
when  assessment  income  is  less  than 
expenses,  (iii)  to  defray  expenses 
incurred  during  any  period  when  any  or 
all  provisions  of  this  part  are  suspended 
or  are  inoperative,  or  (iv)  to  cover 
necessary  expenses  of  liquidation  in  the 
event  of  termination  of  this  part.  Upon 
such  termination,  any  funds  not  required 
to  defray  the  necessary  expenses  of 
liquidation  shall  be  diposed  of  in  such 
manner  as  the  Secretary  may  determine 
to  be  appropriate:  Provided,  'That  to  the 
extent  practical,  such  funds  shall  be 
returned  pro  rata  to  the  persons  from 
whom  such  funds  were  collected. 

(b)  All  funds  received  by  the 
committee  under  this  part  shall  be  used 
solely  for  the  purpose  specified  and 
shall  be  accounted  for  in  the  manner 
provided  in  fiiis  part.  The  Secretary  may 
at  any  time  require  the  committee  and 
its  members  to  accoimt  for  all  receipts 
and  disbursements. 

(c)  Upon  the  removal  or  expiration  of 
the  term  of  office  of  any  member  of  the 
committee,  such  memb^  shall  account 
for  all  receipts  and  disbursements  and 
deliver  all  property  and  funds  in  his 
possession  to  the  committee,  and  shall 
execute  such  assignments  and  other 
instruments  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropirate  to  vest  in  the  committee  full 
title  to  all  of  the  property,  funds,  and 
claims  vested  in  sudi  member  pursuant 
to  this  part 

Research  and  Market  Development 

S  —.46  Production  roaaarch,  marketing 
reaearch  and  market  deveiopmenL 

The  committee,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary,  may  establish  or  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  production 
research,  marketing  research  and 
development  projects  designed  to  assist 
improve,  or  promote  the  marketing, 
distribution,  and  consumption  or 
efficient  production  of  grapes.  The 
expense  of  such  projects  shall  be  paid 
by  funds  collected  pursuant  to  §  .41. 

Regulations 

S  —.50  Marketing  poicy. 

Eadi  season  prior  to  making  any 
recommendations  pursuant  to  8  •51. 

the  committee  shall  submit  to  the 
Secretary  a  report  setting  forth  its 


marketing  policy  for  the  ensuing 
marketing  season.  Such  maiketing 
policy  repdft  shall  contain  information 
relative  to: 

(a)  The  estimated  total  production  of 
grapes  within  the  production  area; 

(b)  ’The  expected  general  quality  of 
grapes  in  the  production  area; 

(c)  ’The  expected  demand  conditions 
for  grapes; 

(d)  ’Ilie  expected  shipments  of  grapes 
produced  in  the  production  area; 

(e)  ’The  probable  prices  for  grapes; 

(f)  Supplies  of  competing 
commo^ties; 

(g)  Trend  and  level  of  consumer 
income; 

(h)  Other  factors  having  a  bearing  on 
the  marketing  of  grapes;  and 

(i)  The  type  of  regdations  expected  to 
be  recommended  during  the  marketing 
season. 

8  —.51  Recommendation  of  committee. 

(a)  Whenever  the  committee  deems  it 
advisable  to  regulate  the  handling  of 
grapes  in  the  manner  provided  in  § 

.52,  it  shall  so  recommend  to  the 
Secretary. 

(b)  In  arriving  at  its  recommendations 
for  regulation  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  committee  shall  give 
consideration  to  current  information 
with  respect  to  the  factors  affecting  the 
supply  and  demand  for  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  during  the  period  or  periods 
when  it  is  proposed  that  such  regulation 
should  be  made  effective.  With  each 
such  recommendation  for  regulation,  the 
committee  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary 
the  data  and  information  on  which  such 
recommendation  is  predicated  and  such 
other  available  information  as  the 
Secretary  may  request  The  committee 
shall  promptly  give  adequate  notice  to 
the  handlers  and  growers  of  any  such 
recommendation  submitted  to  the 
Secretary. 

§  —.52  Establisimwnt  of  regulations. 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  regulate,  in  the 
manner  specified  in  this  section,  the 
handling  of  grapes  whenever  the 
Secretary  finds,  from  the 
recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee,  or  from 
other  available  information,  that  such 
regulations  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  Such 
regulations  may: 

(1)  Limit  during  any  period  or  periods 
the  handling  of  any  particular  grade, 
size,  quality,  maturity,  or  any 
combination  thereoL  of  grapes  grown  in 
the  production  area; 

(2)  Limit  the  handling  of  grapes  by  ’ 
establishing  in  terms  of  grades,  sizes,  or 
both,  minimum  standards  of  quality  or 
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maturity,  or  any  combination  thereof, 
during  any  period  when  season  average 
prices  are  expected  to  exceed  the  parity 
level; 

(3)  Fix  the  size,  capacity,  weight, 
dimensions,  markings,  or  pack  of  any 
container,  or  containers,  which  may  be 
used  in  the  handling  of  grapes. 

(b)  The  committee  shall  be  informed 
immediately  of  any  such  regulation 
issued  by  the  Secretary  and  the 
committee  shall  promptly  give  notice 
thereof  to  handlers. 

$  —.53  Modification,  suspension,  or 
termination  of  regulations. 

(a)  In  the  event  the  committee  at  any 
time  finds  that,  by  reason  of  changed 
conditions,  any  regulations  issued 
pursuant  to  §  — .52  should  be  modified, 
suspended,  or  terminated,  it  shall  so 
recommend  to  the  Secretary. 

(b)  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  fi'om 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee,  or  fi'om 
other  available  information,  that  a 
regulation  should  be  modified, 
suspended,  or  terminated  with  respect 
to  any  or  all  shipments  of  grapes  in 
order  to  efiectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  he  shall  modify,  suspend,  or 
terminate  such  regulation.  On  the  same 
basis  and  in  like  manner  the  Secretary 
may  terminate  any  such  modification  or 
suspension. 

§  —.54  Special  purpose  shipment 

(a)  Except  as  otheiwise  provided  in 
this  section,  any  person  may  without 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  §  §  — .41,  — 
.51,  — .52,  and  — .54  and  the  regulations 
issued  thereunder,  handle  grapes  (1)  for 
consumption  by  charitable  institutions; 

(2)  for  distribution  by  relief  agencies;  or 

(3)  for  commercial  processing  into 
products. 

(b)  Upon  the  basis  of 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  committee,  or  fi'om 
other  available  information,  the 
Secretary  may  relieve  from  any  or  all 
requirements,  under  or  established 
pursuant  to  §  §  — .41,  — .51,  — .52,  and  — 
.54.  the  handling  of  grapes  for  such 
specified  p\irposes  (including  shipments 
to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  marketing 
research  and  development  projects 
established  pursuant  to  §  — .45),  or  in 
such  minimum  quantities  or  types  of 
shipments,  as  may  be  prescribed. 

(c)  The  committee  shall,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  prescribe 
such  rules,  regiilations,  and  safeguards 
as  it  may  deem  necessary  to  prevent 
grapes  handled  imder  provisions  of  this 
section  fit)m  entering  die  channels  of 
trade  for  other  than  the  specific 
purposes  authorized  by  tUs  section. 


Such  rules,  regulations,  and  safeguards 
may  include  the  requirements  that 
handlers  shall  file  applications  and 
receive  approval  fixim  the  committee  for 
authorization  to  handle  grapes  pursuant 
to  this  section,  and  that  such  application 
be  accompanied  by  a  certification  by  the 
intended  purchaser  or  receiver  that  the 
grapes  will  not  be  used  for  any  purpose 
not  authorized  by  this  section. 

fi  —.55  Inspection  and  certification. 

(a)  Whenever  the  handling  of  any 
variety  of  grapes  is  regulated  pursuant 
to  §§  — .52  or  — .53,  each  handler  who 
handles  grapes  shall,  prior  thereto, 
cause  such  grapes  to  be  inspected  by  the 
Federal  or  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  and  certified  as  meeting  the 
applicable  requirements  of  such 
regulation:  Provided,  That  inspection 
and  certification  shall  not  be  required 
for  grapes  which  previously  have  been 
so  inspected  and  certified  if  such  prior 
inspection  was  performed  within  such 
period  as  may  be  established  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

Promptly  after  inspection  and 
certification,  each  such  handler  shall 
submit  or  cause  to  be  submitted,  to  the 
committee  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of 
inspection  issued  with  respect  to  such 
grapes. 

The  committee  may.  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  prescribe  rules  and 
regulations  waiving  the  inspection 
requirements  of  this  section  where  it  is 
determined  that  inspection  is  not 
available:  Provided,  That  all  shipments 
made  under  such  waiver  shall  comply 
with  all  regulations  in  effect. 

(b)  The  committee  may,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  establish  a 
period  prior  to  shipment  during  which 
the  inspection  required  by  this  section 
must  be  performed. 

(c)  The  committee  may  enter  into  an 
agreement  with  the  Federal  and  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Services  with  respect  to 
the  costs  of  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  may 
collect  ^m  handlers  their  respective 
pro  rata  share  of  such  costs. 

Reports 

S  —.60  Reports. 

(a)  Each  handler  shall  furnish  to  the 
committee  at  such  times  and  for  such 
periods  as  the  committee  may  designate 
certified  reports  covering,  to  the  extent 
necessary  for  the  committee  to  perform 
its  functions,  each  shipment  of  grapes  as 
follows: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  shipper  and  the 
shipping  point; 

(2)  The  car  or  truck  license  number  (or 
name  of  the  trucker),  and  identification 
of  the  carrier. 


(3)  The  date  and  time  of  departure; 

(4)  The  number  and  type  of  containers 
in  the  shipment; 

(5)  The  destination; 

(6)  Identification  of  the  inspection 
certificate  or  waiver  pursuant  to  which 
the  fruit  was  handled. 

(b)  Upon  request  of  the  committee, 
made  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
each  handler  shaU  furnish  to  the 
committee,  in  such  manner  and  at  such 
times  as  it  may  prescribe,  such  other 
information  as  may  be  necessary  to 
enable  the  committee  to  perform  its 
duties  under  this  part. 

(c)  Each  handler  shall  maintain  for  at 
least  two  succeeding  fiscal  years  after 
the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the 
transactions  occurred,  such  records  of  - 
the  grapes  received  and  disposed  of  by 
such  handler  as  may  be  necessary  to 
verify  the  reports  such  handler  submits 
to  the  committee  pursuant  to  this 
section. 

(d)  All  reports  and  records  submitted 
by  handlers  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  thifr  section  shall  be  received  by,  and 
at  all  times  be  in  custody  of  one  or  more 
designated  employees  of  the  committee. 
No  such  employee  shall  disclose  to  any 
person,  other  than  the  Secretary  upon 
request  therefor,  data  or  information 
obtained  or  extracted  from  such  reports 
and  records  which  might  afiect  the  trade 
position,  financial  condition,  or  business 
operation  of  the  particular  handler  from 
whom  received:  Provided,  That  such 
data  and  information  may  be  combined, 
and  made  available  to  any  person,  in  the 
form  of  general  reports  in  which  the 
identities  of  the  individual  handler 
furnishing  the  information  is  not 
disclosed  and  may  be  revealed  to  cuiy 
extent  necessary  to  efiect  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  part  and  the  ' 
regulations  issued  thereunder. 

Miscellaneous  Provisions 

S  —.61  Compliance. 

Except  as  provided  in  this  part,  no 
person  shall  handle  grapes,  the  shipment 
of  which  has  been  prohibited  by  the 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  part;  and  no  person 
shall  handle  grapes  except  in  conformity 
with  the  provisions  of  this  part  and  the 
regulations  issued  under  this  part 

§  —.62  Right  of  the  Secretary.  . 

The  members  of  the  committee 
(including  successors  and  alternates) 
and  any  agents,  employees,  or 
representatives  thereof,  shall  be  subject 
to  removal  or  suspension  by  the 
Secretary  at  any  time.  Each  and  every 
regulation,  decision,  determination,  or  ~ 
other  act  of  the  committee  shall  be 
subject  ot  the  continuing  right  of  the  , 
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Secretary  to  disapprove  of  the  same  at 
any  time.  Upon  such  disapproval,  the 
disapproved  action  of  the  committee 
shall  be  deemed  null  and  void,  except  as 
to  acts  done  in  reliance  thereon  or  in 
accordance  therewith  prior  to  such 
disapproval  by  the  Sectary. 

S  —.63  Effective  time. 

The  provisions  of  this  part  and  of  any 
amendment  thereto,  shall  become 
effective  at  such  time  as  the  Secretary 
may  declare  above  his  signature  and 
shall  continue  in  force  until  terminated 
In  one  of  the  ways  specified  in  §  .64. 

S  —.64  Terminatkm. 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  terminate  or 
suspend  the  operation  of  any  and  all  of 
the  provisions  of  this  part  whenever  he 
finds  that  such  provisions  do  not  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 

(b)  The  Secretary  shall  terminate  the 
proWsions  of  this  part  whenever  he 
finds  by  referendum  or  otherwise  that 
such  termination  is  favored  by  a 
majority  of  the  growers:  Provided,  That 
such  majority  has,  during  the  current 
market!^  season,  produced  more  than 
50  percent  of  the  volune  of  grapes  which 
were  produced  within  the  production 
area  for  shipment  in  fresh  form.  Such 
termination  shall  become  effective  on 
the  first  day  of  April  subsequent  to  the 
announcement  thereof  by  the  Secretary. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  this  part  shall,  in 
any  event,  terminate  whenever  the 
provisions  of  the  act  authorizing  them 
cease  to  be  in  effect 

§  —.65  Proceedings  after  termination. 

(a)  Upon  the  termination  of  the 
plosions  of  this  part  the  committee 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  the 
affairs  of  the  committee,  continue  as 
trustee  of  all  the  funds  and  property 
then  in  its  possession,  or  imder  its 
control,  including  claims  for  any  funds 
unpaid  or  property  not  delivered  at  the 
time  of  such  termination. 

(b)  The  said  trustees  shall: 

(1)  Continue  in  such  capacity  until 
disdianged  by  the  Secretary; 

(2)  Prom  time  to  time  account  for  all 
receipts  and  disbursements  and  deliver 
all  property  on  hand,  together  with  all 
books  and  records  of  the  committee  and 
of  the  trustees,  to  such  persons  as  the 
Secretary  may  direct;  and 

(3)  Upon  the  request  of  the  Secretary, 
execute  such  assignments  or  other 
instruments  necessary  or  appropriate  to 
vest  in  such  person,  frdl  title  and  ri^t  to 
all  of  the  funds,  property,  and  claims 
vested  in  the  conunittee  or  the  trustees 
pursuant  thereto. 


(c)  Any  person  to  whom  funds, 
property,  claims  have  been 
transferred  or  delivered,  pursuant  to  this 
section,  shall  be  subject  to  the  same 
obligation  imposed  upon  the  committee 
and  upon  the  trustees. 

S— J6  Effect  of  tonnination  or 
amendment 

Unless  otherwise  expressly  provided 
by  the  Secretary,  the  termination  of  this  ' 
part  or  any  regulation  issued  pursuant  to 
this  part  or  the  issuance  of  any 
amendment  to  either  thereof,  shall  not: 

(a)  Affect  or  waive  any  right,  duty, 
obligation,  or  liability  which  shall  have 
arisen  or  which  may  thereafter  arise  in 
connection  with  any  provision  of  this 
part  or  any  regulation  issued  under  this 
part  or 

(b)  Release  or  extinguish  any  violation 
of  this  part  of 

(c)  Affect  or  impair  any  rights  or 
remedies  of  the  Secretary  or  any  other 
person  with  respect  to  any  such 
violation. 

S  —.67  Duration  of  bnmunitiea. 

The  benefits,  privileges,  and 
iminunities  conferred  upon  any  person 
by  virtue  of  this  part  shall  cease  upon  its 
termination,  except  with  respect  to  acts 
done  imder  and  during  the  existence  of 
this  part 

S  —.66  Agents. 

The  Secretary  may,  by  designation  in 
writing,  name  any  officer  or  employee  of 
the  United  States,  or  name  any  agency 
or  division  in  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  to  act  as 
agent  or  representative  in  connection 
with  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  part 

§  —.69  Derogation. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  part  is,  or 
shall  be  construed  to  be,  in  derogation 
or  in  modification  of  the  rights  of  the 
Secretary  or  of  die  United  States: 

(a)  To  exercise  any  powers  granted  by 
the  act  or  otherwise:  or 

(b)  In  accordance  urith  such  powers, 
to  act  in  the  premises  whenever  such 
action  is  deemed  adviMble. 

§  —.70  Rersonal  labMty. 

No  member  or  alternate  member  of 
the  committee  and  no  employee  or  agent 
of  the  committee  shall  be  held 
personally  responsible,  either 
individually  or  joindy  with  others,  in 
any  way  whatsoever,  to  any  person  for 
errors  in  judgment,  mistakes,  or  other 
acts,  either  of  commission  or  omission, 
as  such  member,  alternate,  employee,  or 
agent,  except  for  acts  of  dishonesty, 
willful  misconduct,  or  gross  negligence. 


8— .71  Separability. 

If  any  provisions  of  this  part  is 
declar^  invalid  or  the  api^cability 
thereof  to  any  person,  circumstance,  or 
thing  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  this  part  or  the 
applicability  thereof  to  any  other 
person,  circumstance,  or  thing  shall  not 
be  affected  thereby. 

§  —.72  Counterparts. ' 

This  agreement  may  be  executed  in 
multiple  counterparts  and  when  one 
counterpart  is  signed  by  the  Secretary, 
all  such  counterparts  shall  constitute, 
when  taken  together,  one  and  the  same 
instrument  as  if  all  signatures  were 
contained  in  one  original. 

8— .73  Additionai parties. 

After  the  effective  date  hereof,  any 
handler  may  become  a  party  to  this 
agreement  if  a  counterpart  is  executed 
by  such  handler  and  delivered  to  the 
Secretary.  This  agreement  shall  take 
effect  as  to  such  new  contracting  party 
at  the  time  such  counterpart  is  delivered 
to  die  Secretary  and  the  benefits, 
privileges,  and  immunities  conferred  by 
this  agreement  shall  then  be  effective  as 
to  such  new  contracting  party. 

8  —.74  Order  with  marketing  agreement 

Each  signatory  handler  hereby 
requests  the  Secretary  to  issue,  pursuant 
to  the  act  an  order  providing  for 
regulating  the  handling  of  Ruby  Seedless 
grapes  in  the  same  manner  as  is 
provided  for  in  this  agreement. 

A  Draft  Impact  Analysis  is  available 
from  Malvin  E.  McGaha,  Fruit  Branch, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Divison,  AMS,  UJS. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  Phone:  (202)  447-5975. 

Copies  of  this  Recommended  Decision 
are  being  mailed  to  known  interested 
persons.  Others  may  obtain  copies  from 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  or  from  Charles  Fuqua, 
USDA-AMS,  U.S.  Federal  Building,  1130 
“O"  Street  Room  3114,  Fresno, 
California  93721. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C..  on  June  It 
1979. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  ' 

[14  CFR  Chapter  1] 

Alteration  of  Philadelphia  Teminal 
Control  Area;  Meeting 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17480,  published  on 
page  32709,  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
June  7, 1979,  the  heading  should  have 
appeared  as  set  forth  above. 

WLUfM  COOC  1S0S-41-M 


[14CFRCh.  I] 

[Summary  Notice  No.  PR-79-61 


Federal  Aviation  Administration.  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202)  426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraghs  (b)  and  (f)  of  §  11.27  of  Part 


ITS _ _ _  Aircraft  Ommara  and  PHoU 

Aaaociallon. 


11  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  8, 1979. 
Cari  B.  ScheQenberg, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division. 


OESCMPTKM  OF  RUl£ 

To  amand  FAR  61.23  to  axiand  Sm  duration  o(  a  third  ctaaa. 
madical  oartWcata  from  24  months  to  36  months  tor  oparationa 
raquiring  a  prtvtoa  or  atudent  plot  oertilicate. 

PETmoNERS'  Reason  for  Rule 

Such  a  changa  would  not  derogata  aviation  aatety,  but  would 
sava  ganaral  aviation  pSola  aoma  tarn  and  a  half  mNon  dollaia 
par  yaar  as  wal  as  aaaa  FAA's  woiWoad  In  procaatlng  madtoal 
applications. 


Petitions  for  Rulemaking 


Dockat  No.  Patitionar  •  Daacription  oi  tha  nila  raquaatad 


Petitions  for  Rulemaking:  Denied 


Nona  during  tha  parted  from  Juna  1  through  Juna  6, 1970. 


(FR  Doc.  79-18523  Piled  0-13-79;  8:46  am] 
BtUMO  COOC  4010-1S-M 


Petitions  for  Rule  Making;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received  and  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Denied 

AOENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  petitions  for  rule 
making  and  of  dispositions  of  petitions 
denied.  _ 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  rule  making  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  requesting  the  initiation 
of  rule  making  procedures  for  the 
amendment  of  specified  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Relations  and  of 
denials  of  certain  petitions  previously 
received.  ’The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
improve  the  public’s  awareness  of  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Publication  of  this  notice  and  any 
information  it  contains  or  omits  is  not 
intended  to  aHect  the  legal  status  of  any 
petition  or  its  final  disposition. 

DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  be  received  on  or  before: 
August  14, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn;  Rules  Docket  (AGC-24), 

Petition  Docket  No. - ,  800 

Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  The 
petition,  any  comments  received,  and  a 
copy  of  any  final  disposition  are  filed  in 
the  assigned  regulatory  docket  and  are 
available  for  examination  in  the  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-24),  Room  916,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA), 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspaca  Dockat  No.  79-CE-9] 

Transition  Area— New  Madrid,  Mo.; 
Proposed  Alteration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  alter 
the  700-foot  transition  area  at  New 
Madrid,  Missouri,  to  provide  additional 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
County  Memorial  Airport,  New  Madrid, 
Missouri,  which  is  based  on  a 
nondirectional  radio  beacon  (NDB),  a 
navigational  aid,  being  installed  on  the 
airport 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  20, 1979. 

ADDRESSEES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chief.  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  ACE — 530,  601  ^st 
12th  Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 

’The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Central  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administratioit  Room  1558, 601  East 
12th  Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Operations, 


Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Airspace  Specialist 
Operations,  Procedures,  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  ACE-537, 
FAA,  Central  Region,  601  East  12th 
Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 
SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number,  and  ^  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Operations,  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  601 
East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64106.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  July  20, 1979,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  Notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  the  comments  received.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
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Branch.  601  East  12th  Street.  Kansas 
City,  h^souri  64106  or  by  calling  (616) 
374-3408.  Communications  must  identify 
the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 

Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  further  NPRI^  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular 
No.  11-2  which  describes  the  application 
procedure. 

The  Pn^KMal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G.  $  71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
71.181)  by  altering  the  700-foot  transition 
area  at  New  Mac^d,  Missouri.  To 
enhance  airport  usage  a  new  instrument 
approach  |Mt)cedure  is  being  developed 
for  the  County  Memorial  Airport,  New 
Madrid,  Missouri,  utilizing  an  NDB  being 
installed  on  the  airport  as  a  navigational 
aid.  The  establishment  of  an  instrument 
approach  procedure  based  on  this 
navigational  aid  entails  alteration  of  the 
transition  area  at  New  Madrid, 

Missouri,  at  and  above  700  feet  above 
groimd  level  (AGL)  within  which  aircraft 
are  provided  additional  air  traffic 
control  service.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  action  is  to  ensiue  segregation  of 
aircraft  using  the  new  approach 
procedure  under  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR)  and  other  aircraft  operating  under 
Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

Accordingly,  Federal  Aviation  ^ 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G,  §  71.181  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as 
republished  on  January  2, 1979,  (44  FR 
442)  by  altering  the  following  transition 
area: 

New  Madrid,  Missouri 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wi&in  a  5-mile  radius 
of  County  Memorial  Airport  (latitude 
36*32'10"N,  longitude  89*35'S0"W);  and  nvithin 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Malden,  MO,  VOR 
95°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  east  of  the  VOR,  excluding  the 
portion  which  overlies  the  Malden,  MO,  700- 
foot  floor  transition  area;  and  within  2.5  miles 
each  side  of  the  360*  bearing  from  the  airport, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  6 
miles  north  of  the  airport 
(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  sea  6(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  Sea  11.65  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.65)).  • 

Note.— 'The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  sighifrcant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  tedmical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 


and  promote  safe  fli^t  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City.  Missouri,  on  June  1. 
1979. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

(FR  Do&  79-18488  FOed  S-13-78;  ft45  ami 
BIUJNQ  CODE  MIO-M-M 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-CE-11] 

Transition  Area— Albia,  Iowa; 

Proposed  Designation 

AQENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
(NPRM). _ 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Albia,  Iowa,  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  aircraft  executing  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Albia.  Iowa,  Municipal  Airport  utilizing 
the  Ottumwa.  Iowa,  VORTAC  as  a 
navigational  aid. 

DATE  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  20. 1979. 
addresses:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  ACE-530, 601  East  12th 
Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Central  Region,  Federd  Aviation 
Administration,  Room  1558, 601  East 
12th  Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E  Hiland,  Airspace  Specialist 
Operations,  Procedures,  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division.  AC£f-537, 
FAA,  Central  Region,  601  East  12th 
Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
niunber,  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Operations.  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  601 


East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City.  Kffssouri 
64106.  All  communications  received  on 
or  befOTe  July  20, 1979,  will  be 
considered  l^fore  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  Notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  the  comments  received.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Adqtinistration. 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
-  Branch,  601  East  12th  Street  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106  or  by  calling  (816) 
374-3408.  Communications  must  identify 
the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 

Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  further  NPRI^  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular 
No.  11-2  which  describes  the  application 
procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR, 

S  71.181)  by  designating  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Albia.  Iowa.  To 
enhance  airport  usage  a  new  instnunent 
approach  procedure  to  the  Albia.  Iowa, 
Municipal  Airport  is  being  established 
utilizing  the  Ottumwa.  Iowa,  VORTAC 
as  a  navigational  aid.  The  establishment 
of  a  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
based  on  this  navigational  aid  entails 
designation  of  a  transition  area  at  Albia, 
Iowa,  at  and  above  700  feet  above 
ground  level  (AGL)  within  which  aircraft 
are  provided  air  traffic  control  service. 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
ensure  segregation  of  aircraft  using  the 
approach  procedure  under  Instrument 
Fli^t  Rules  (IFR)  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  Visual  Flight  Rules 
(VFR). 

Accordingly,  Federal  Aviation 
.Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G.  §  71.181  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as 
republished  on  January  2, 1979,  (44  FR 
442)  by  adding  the  following  new 
transition  area: 

Albia,  Iowa 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface,  within  a  six  (6)  mile 
radius  of  the  Albia  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  40*59'40"  N.  longitude  92*46'46"  W). 
(Sea  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.8.C  1348):  sea  66(0). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U3.C 
1655(c));  Sea  11.65  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.65)). 
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Notov— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Ordw  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies^and  Procedures  [44  FR 
llOM:  Febmery  28,'l979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  die 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  June  1, 
1979. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 
pH  Doc.  7S-1B480  PUml  S-U-79;  e45  un] 

WLUNQ  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


[14CFRPart  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-CE-121 

Transition  Area— Maryville,  Mo,; 
Proposed  Designation 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  [FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
[NPRM). 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Maryville,  Missouri,  to  provide 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Maryville,  Missouri, 
Memorial  Airport  utilizing  the  St. 

Joseph,  Missouri,  VORTAC  as  a 
navigational  aid. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  20, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  ACE-^30,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  [816)  374>3408. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Central  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Room  1558, 601  East 
12th  Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  ofBce  of  the  Chief,  Operations, 
Procedures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Airspace  Specialist 
Operations,  Procedures,  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  ACE^37, 
FAA,  Central  Region,  601- East  12th 
Street  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  [816)  374-3406. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Cmnments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number,  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  Operations,  Procedures  and 
Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  601 
East  12th  Street  Kanas  City.  Missouri 
64106.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  July  20, 1979,  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  Notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  the  comments  received.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  fo  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Operations,  Procedrues  and  Airspace 
Branch,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106  or  by  calling  [816) 
374-3408.  Communications  must  identify 
the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 

Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  further  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular 
No.  11-2  which  describes  the  application 
procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  donsidering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  [14  CFR 
71.181)  by  designating  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Maryville,  Missouri. 

To  enhance  airport  usage  a  new 
instrument  approach  procedure  to  the 
Maryville,  Missouri,  Memorial  Airport  is 
being  established  utilizing  the  St  Joseph 
VORTAC  as  a  navigational  aid.  llie 
establishment  of  a  new  instrument 
.  approach  procedure  based  on  this 
navigational  aid  entails  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Maryville,  Missouri,  at 
and  above  700  feet  above  ground  level 
(AGL)  within  which  aircraft  are 
provided  air  traffic  control  service.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to  ensure 
segregation  of  aircraft  using  the 
approach  procedure  imder  Instrument 
Flight  Rules  (IRF)  and  other  aircraft 
operating  under  Visual  Flight  Rules 
(VFR). 

Accordingly,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G,  8  71.181  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as 
republished  on  January  2, 1979  (44  FR 


442)  by  adding  the  following  new 
transition  area: 

Maryvflte,  Mtesowi 

That  ainpaoa  axtaading  nparda  from  700 
feat  above  tea  earfaca,  withte  a  51 — mile 
radhis  of  tea  Marjrvilla  Memorial  Airport 
(latitude  40*21’00"N..  longitude  e4*04'4S"W.) 
[Sec.  S07[a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  [49  U.S.C  1348);  sec.  6[c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  [49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  Sec.  11.65  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  [14  CFR  11.65).) 

Note. —  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044.  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  [44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  perparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missuori,  on  June  1. 
1979. 

John  E.  Shaw. 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

pv  Doc.  7»-lS«ei  nied  S-U-TS;  8:45  un] 

(MUJNQ  CODE  4ei0-1S-M 

[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspac*  Docket  No.  79-ASW-16] 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition 
Area:  Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

summary:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  propose  alteration  of 
the  transition  area  at  Wi^ta  Falls,  Tex. 
The  intended  effect  of  the  proposed 
action  is  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Kickapoo  Downtown 
Airpark.  The  circumstance  which 
created  the  need  for  the  action  is  the 
proposed  establishment  of  a 
nondirectional  radio  beacon  (NDB)  3.8 
miles  south  of  the  airport 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
July  16, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedues  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
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Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Moimd  Road.  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief.  Airpace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Manuel  R.  Hugonnett,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-536,  Air  ' 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone:  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Subpart 
G  s  71.181  (44  FR  442)  of  FAR  Part  71 
contains  the  description  of  transition 
areas  designated  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  the  benefit  of  aircraft 
conducting  IFR  activity.  Alteration  of 
the  transition  area  at  Wichita  Falls, 

Tex.,  will  necessitate  an  amendment  to 
this  subpart 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
July  16, 1979,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment  No  public  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views  or  aigiuments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  be  also 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons.  - 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief. 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  futuiv  NPRMS  should  contact  ffie 
office  listed  above. 


The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  alter  the  transition  area 
at  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.  The  FAA  believes 
this  action  will  enhance  IRF  operations 
at  the  Kickapoo  Downtown  Airpark  by 
providing  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  proposed  instrument  ap'proach 
procedures  using  the  proposed  ^^B 
located  3.8  miles  south  of  the  airport. 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Regbter  on  January  2, 1979 
(44  FR  44). 

The  Proposed  amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (44  FR  442)  by  altering  the 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  transition  area  by 
adding  the  following: 

Widiita  Falls,  Tex. 

*  *  *  and  3  miles  each  side  of  the  177° 
bearing  from  the  Scotland  RBN  (latitude 
33°47'24'Nm  longitude  98°29'10"W.)  extending 
from  the  20-mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
south  of  the  RBN. 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  28, 1979.)  Since  this 
regulator  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are  _ 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  and  a  comment  period 
of  less  than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  June  4, 
1979, 

Henry  N.  StewarL 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-184M  Filad  S-13-7B;  S:4S  am) 

BHXINO  CODE 


[14  CFR  Part  75) 

[Airspace  Docket  Na  79-WA-2] 

Realignment  of  Jet  Route;  Correction 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Correction  to  Notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  in  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  (NPRM),  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  21, 1979,  VoL  44. 
page  29485,  under  the  I^oposed 
Amendment  on  page  29486  the 
substitution  of  "Des  Moines.  Iowa;” 


should  have  been  ‘ICansas  City.  Mo.; 

Des  Moines.  Iowa;”  as  explained  in  the 
Summary  and  in  the  Proposal.  This 
correction  reflects  the  correct  proposed 
amendment 

EFFEcnvE  date:  Jime  14, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Everett  L  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
Air  Traffic  Service.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  information:  Federal 
Register  Document  79-15717  was 
published  on  May  21, 1979  (44  FR  29485) 
and  proposed  to  realign  Jet  Route  No.  J- 
25  between  Tulsa,  Oldahoma,  and  Des 
Moines.  Iowa,  via  Kansas  City.  Mo.  The 
amendatory  language  under  the  heading 
of  the  Proposed  Amendment  should 
have  contained  the  words  “Kansas  City, 
Mo."  This  action  corrects  that  omission. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Federal  Register  Document*  79-15717  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  21, 1979,  starting  on  page  29485  is 
amended  in  the  center  column  of  page 
29486  by  deleting  the  first  line  (is 
deleted  and  “Des  Moines,  Iowa;"  is)  and 
substituting  (is  deleted  and  “Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  Des  Moines.  Iowa;"  is) 
therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a]);  sec.  6(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  7, 1979. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc  79-18490  Filed  S-lS-79;  8:45  am] 

BUiJNQ  CODE  4910-1S-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[16  CFR  Part  433] 

Amendment  to  Praservatlon  of 
Coneumers’  Claims  and  Defenses 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

action:  Placement  of  a  staff  summary  of 
post-record  comments  and  the  final 
recommendations  of  the  rulemaking 
staff  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Consumer  Protection  on  the  Rulemaking 
Record,  and  announcement  of  the 
setting  of  a  date  for  oral  presentations 
before  the  Commission. 
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euMMARY:  The  Federal  Trade 
Commission  has  placed  on  the 
Rulemaking  Record  in  the  Amendment 
to  the  Preservation  of  Consumers’ 

Claims  and  Defenses  Trade  Regulation 
Rule  a  summary  of  the  comments  filed 
by  the  public  on  the  final  reports  of  the 
stafi  and  the  presiding  officer.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  has  placed  on 
the  rulemaking  record  the  final 
recommendations  of  the  rulemaking 
staff  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Consumer  Protecti(Mi  on  the  rulemaking 
proceeding. 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
also  decided  to  afiord  interested  parties 
the  opportunity  to  make  oral 
presentations  before  the  Commission. 

Six  prior  participants  have  been  invited 
to  appear  before  the  Commission.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  will  consider 
requests  from  other  interested  parties. 
The  participants  in  this  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  persons  who  have 
participated  in  earlier  stages  of  this 
proceeding. 

DATES:  Requests  to  participate  in  this 
oral  presentation  before  the  Commission 
at  the  meeting  at  1  p.m.  on  July  10, 1979, 
must  be  received  no  later  than  June  29, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES;  Send  requests  to  participate 
in  this  oral  presentation  to:  Secretary, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  6th  Street 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room  432, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  6th  Street 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  H.  Williams  or  Sarah  Jane  Hughes 
Federal  Trade  Commission  (202)  724- 
1100. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  §  1.13(h)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice,  comments  were  invited  from 
the  public  on  the  final  reports  of  the 
staff  and  the  presiding  officer  in  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  concerning  the 
Amendment  to  the  Preservation  of 
Consumers’  Claims  and  Defenses  Rule. 

The  Commission  has  directed  the 
rulemaking  stafi  to  prepare  a  summary 
of  those  comments.  That  summary  has  . 
been  placed  on  the  rulemaking  record  in 
this  proceeding  for  public  inspection. 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
also  directed  that  the  final 
recommendations  of  the  rulemaking 
staff  and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Consumer  Protection  submitted  to  the 
Commission  on  the  proposed  rule  after 


die  conclusion  of  the  post-record 
comment  period  specified  in  §  1.13(h)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  be 
placed  on  the  rulemaking  record  In  this 
proceeding  for  public  inspection. 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
decided  to  allow  interested  parties  to 
make  oral  presentations.  Participation  in 
this  meeting  before  the  Commission 
shall  be  restricted  to  persons  who  have 
participated  in  the  proceeding  to  date. 
Participants  will  be  permitted  no  more 
than  thirty  minutes  to  address  comments 
to  the  Commission.  The  Commission 
reserves  the  right  to  limit  the  number  of 
persons  who  may  participate,  as  well  as 
the  amount  of  time  allotted  for  comment, 
should  such  a  need  develop. 

The  prior  participants  in  the 
proceeding  who  have  been  invited  to 
appear  include:  (1)  the  American 
Bankers  Association,  Consumer  Bankers 
Association,  and  Independent  Bankers 
Association  of  America;  (2)  National 
Consumer  Finance  Association;  (3) 
National  Consumer  Law  Center,  (4) 
Division  of  Consumer  Affairs,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System;  (5)  National  Credit  Union 
Administration;  and  (6)  Credit  Union 
National  Association.  Other  interested 
persons  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
present  their  views. 

Persons  who  desire  to  make  such  oral 
presentations  to  the  Commission  should 
submit  a  written  request  to  the 
Secretary.  Federal  Trade  Commission; 
6th  Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20580  no  later 
than  June  29, 1979.  If  feasible  and  not 
burdensome,  persons  filing  requests  to 
participate  should  submit  3  copies  of 
their  requests.  Each  request  must  state 
the  extent  and  the  nature  of  the  prior 
participation  in  this  proceeding  by  the 
person  seeking  to  address  the 
Commission. 

No  additional  written  comments  may 
be  submitted  to  the  Commission.  Oral 
presentation  at  the  meeting  must  be 
restricted  to  the  evidence  already  in  the 
Rulemaking  Record  in  this  proceeding. 

The  meeting  before  the  Commission 
will  commence  on  July  10. 1979  in  Room 
432,  Federal  Trade  Commission,  6th 
Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20580,  at  1:00  p.m. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  79-18575  rilsd  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  67S0-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Dookat  No.  FI-55381 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
RedcHff,  Eagle  County,  Coto^'  Under 
the  National  Hood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Redcliffi  Eagle  County,  Colorado. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  aither  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  City  Hall, 
Redcliffi  Colorado. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Carlos 
Miranda,  City  Manager,  Town  of 
Redcliff,  Box  100,  Vail.  Colorado  81657. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  fiood  elevations  for  the 
Tov^  of  Redcliff,  Colorado,  in 
accordance  with  section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L 
93-234),  87  StaL  980,  which  added 
section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 


•  The  fiinctiona  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  1ft  1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387.  April  3. 1979). 
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Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  9(M48)).  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


BM«on 

intaal. 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

gaodalic 


vertical  datum 

Eagle  River _ 

_ Denver  and  Rk)  Qranda 

Western  RWroad  (40 
feet*). 

8573 

Colorado  State  Highway  293 
(20  feel*). 

8580 

Railroad  Accasa  Road  (20 
feat*). 

0567 

Pina  Streal  (40  feat*) . - . 

8629 

Esgla  Street  (70  feat*).— . 

8656 

Turkey  Creek _ 

_  Colorado  State  Highway  293. 

(80  feat**) . . 

8633 

(30  feat*) _ _ _ 

8638 

Eagle  Street  (20  feat*). - 

Private  Bridge..- . . 

8644 

(70  feat**) _ 

8647 

(30  feat*) _ 

Shrina  Paaa  Road - 

8651 

(80  feat**) _ 

8659 

(20  feat*) _  -.. 

8665 

*  UpitfCMin  frofn  CGOtofttn#. 

**  Downstream  from  oarwartlna. 

Oapth 

hi  foal 

Source  of  lloodkig  Location 

aboveground 

Turicay  Creak _  Araa  aaal  of  Eagla  Strael  2 

batawan  Slwina  Paaa  Road 
and  imaraaction  of 
Eagla  Skaai  and 
Monumanl  StraeL 

Araa  wast  of  Eagle  Streal  1 

along  Stala  Highway  293. 

Area  along  Stala  HIglwray  1 

293  wast  of  intersaction  of 
State  Highway  293  and 
PkteStraet 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 


Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FK  Doc.  79-18223  Filed  S-13-79;  8:45  ami 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5539] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Groton  Long 
Point  Association,  New  London 
County,  Conn.;  Under  the  National 
Rood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Groton  Long  Point  Association.  New 
London  County,  Connecticut. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
conununity  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  eflect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Fire  House, 
Groton  Long  Point,  Connecticut. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Joseph  Devine, 
President  of  the  Groton  Long  Point 
Association.  89  Atlantic  Avenue,  Groton 
Long  Point,  Connecticut  06340. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-^72,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Groton  Long  Point  Association.  New 
London  County.  Connecticut  in 
accordance  with  section  110  of  the  Flood 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19, 197S)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L 
93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  Ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Etevation 
in  fML 

Souree  ol  IkxxSng  Location  national 

goodaUc 
vertical  datum 


Fisiwra  Wand  Sound-  Atlantic  Avanua  and  Bridge  11 
Straat  . 

Shore  avanua  South  and  1i 

Sound  Braaza  Avanua. 

Shora  Avanua  and  Sound  tl 

Braaza  Avanua. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1966  (^  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Kcecutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963 
Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  78-18224  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am] 

MLUNO  CODE  4210-23-M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5540] 

z' 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Southbury,  New  Haven  County,  Conn.; 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA. ' 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 

Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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ACnoM;  Proposed  rule. _ 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Southbury,  New  Haven  Coimty. 
Connecticut 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Hall, 
360  Main  Street  Southbury,  Connecticut. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Michael 
Kenney.  First  Selectman,  Town  of 
Southbury,  Town  Hall,  360  Main  Street 
Southbiuy,  Connecticut  06468. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Une  (800)  424-8672,  Room  5270,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Southbury,  New  Haven  County, 
Connecticut,  in  accordance  with  section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90- 
448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4  (a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  section  1910.3  of  the 
program  regulations,  are  the  minimum 
that  are  required.  They  should  not  be 
construed  to  mean  the  community  must 
change  any  existing  ordinaces  that  are 
more  stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal.  State  or  regional  entities.  Hiese 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  paae 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  cd  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  SeptembCT  19. 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  ^ril  3. 1979). 


proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


BavaSonki 

•aat 

Sourca  ol  Soodng  Localon  ^  naSonal 

v«ilical  daaan 


HounAonie  Rtvar _ 

.M.  DowntlFMfn  cofpocitt  InrilA* 

109 

Juit  downilratfn  ShtpsuQ 

Dam. 

109 

Pommug  RMr _ 

_  JuM  downwV— iti  nvw  Ro«d. 

109 

JuM  upttrMm  OU  rUkoad 
EfntMnkmant. 

111 

About  3  ml*  upatraam  Old 

112 

Ratroad  EmbankmanL 

About  13  miaa  doawatraam 
dam. 

136 

Ju>t  downatraaiTi 

143 

Juat  upatwawi  Dam - - 

153 

Juat  doainatraawi  Flood 
BildgaRoad. 

170 

About  0^  fnl0  upMarn 

Flood  Bfldpa  Aoad. 

175 

Juat  upatwaw  Povarty  Road. 

165 

Juat  Upabaam  Roula  67 _ 

195 

Upatraam  oofpofala  Inili 

206 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1966  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28. 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.a  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
Fr  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued:  June  1. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

FederaHnsurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Dob  7»>1822S  Fited  a-U-TS;  a4S  am)' 

BHJJNQ  CODE  4210-X3-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  f4aFl-5541] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinatione  for  the  City  of 
AKamonte  SfMlngs,  Seminole  County, 
Fla.,  Under  the  National  Flood 
insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Altamonte  Springs,  Seminole  County, 
Florida. 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
establi^ed  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  Na  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19. 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3. 1979). 


These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
mcmagement  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flpod 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
.  above-named  community. 

ADDRESS:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  flie 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  City  Hall,  225 
Newburyport  Avenue,  Altamonte 
Springs,  Horida. 

Send  comments  to:  Mayor  Norman  C. 
Floyd,  Sr.,  225  Newburyport  Avenue, 
Altamonte  Springs,  Florida  32701. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270, 451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Hie 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Altamonte  Springs,  Seminole 
County.  Florida  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  flie  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  xm  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a)). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
requii^  by  $  1910.3  of  the  program 
relations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be  - 
used  to  catenate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The'  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 
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Source  oi  Sooting 

Locetton 

Elevation  in 

•set 

fiationel 
geodeSc 
verScal  datum 

—  -  61 

' _  61 

LMte  Destiny 

.  .  91 

U*e  Florida  _ 

61 

„  _  64 

North  Lalw« 

62 

Lake  Orients _ 

Entire  Shoreline  „„ 

_ 67 

61 

Pol  LMte 

M 

PraMa  1  aka 

66 

Spring  Wood  Lake. _ 

Entfro  Shoroino 

_ 91 

LMteTiMo 

S3 

Trout  Lake _ 

Entire  Shoreine _ 

_  63 

UMa  Wekiva  Rivar. 


Doawiatraam  trow  SaaboanI 
COMI  Una  Ralroad. 


Tnbulaiy  A..» 
Trlxjlafy  6..... 


llon|||ofnfy 


nichbaa  Driva. 
Oownaliaaw  from  aa  434. 


35 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez 

Federal  Inaurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18228  FUed  e-13-79;  845  am] 

BUJJNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


(24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-S542] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Frostproof,  Polk  County,  Fla.,  Under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Frostproof,  Polk  County,  Florida. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  «vere  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Flan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  19. 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  aread  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  City  Hall.  47 
West  Wall  Street,  Frostproof,  Florida. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Dan  R  Ruhl, 

Jr.,  City  Manager,  City  of  Frostproof, 

City  Hall,  47  West  Wall  Street, 
Frostproof,  Florida  33843. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Frostproof,  Florida,  in 
accordance  with  section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  . 
93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which  added 
section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1966  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed -elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 

'  In  tael. 

Source  of  SootSng  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Reedy  Lake4^  IDA. 

1000  Feel  East  o(  me 
kitaiaection  ot  Old  State 
Higliway  630  and  Stale 
High«vay630. 

61 

250  feel  east  of  6ie 
mieraeclion  of  Cheeney 
Boulevard  and  Lake  Ready 
Boulevard. 

61 

LakeCtkich _ 

Charlee  Street  Bahvaen 

110 

Grace  Street  and  Lela 

Straat 

200  feel  erast  of  the 
inlersectlon  of  Palm 

Avenue  and  1st  Street 

110 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  Jai\uary  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963. 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18227  FUed  6-13-79: 8:45  am) 

BfUINQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[DockPt  No.  FI-5543] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation  ' 
Determlnationa  for  the  Village  of 
Fairmont  City,  SL  Clair  Coun^,  III. 
Under  the  National  Flood  Inaurance 
Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.  ‘ 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (l(K)-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Village  of  Fairmont  City.  St.  Clair 
County,  Illinois. 

These  base  (l(X)-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Village  Hall. 
2601  North  41st  Street,  Fairmont  City, 
Illinois. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  John 
Wyrostek,  Sr.,  Village  President,  Village 
of  Fairmont  City,  Fairmont  City  Village 
Hall,  2601  North  41st  Street,  Fairmont 
City,  Illinois  62201. 


'  The  functioiu  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  traruferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reoigaitization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  Septembw  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 
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FOa  FUNTMCR  mFORMATKM  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm.  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (302)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Village  of  Fairmont  Qty,  St  Clair 
County,  Illinois,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968)  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4  (a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal.  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood  ^ 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (tOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Bevattonin 

feat. 

Source  of  flooding  Location  national 

.  geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Local  runoff  and  Area  beginning  900  feat  421 

ponding.  North  of  the  Intoraection  of 

Kingt  Highuvay  (Route  111) 
and  Maryland  Avenue; 

Eaet  of  eaid  Inlareection 
approximately  1,400  feel; 

South  of  eaid  imaraaction 
along  Kinge  Highuray 
(Route  111)  3,  270  feet; 

Wect  of  Intereectlon  1,500. 

Area  located  in  the  extreme  421 
Southeaclam  eactlon  of 
Ihe  VWage  of  Fairmont 
Qly,  South  of  the  Taiing 
Pond. 

Area  located  North  of  Vie  417 
Township  of  East  St  Louis; 

South  of  Faimtont  Avenue 
(Route  40)  and  Ralroad 
Avenue,  West  of  31st 
Street 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968],  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4(X)1-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 


FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963)  ^ 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gl(»ia  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  79-18228  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BILIJNO  CODE  4ai0-2»-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5544] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinationa  for  the  Village  of 
Mettawa,  Lake  County,  ilL;  Under  the 
Nationai  Flood  insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance 
and  Hazard  Mitigation.  FEMA.^ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Village  of  Mettawa,  Lake  County, 

Illinois. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Village  Hall, 
850  River  Woods  Road,  P.O.  Box  847, 
Lake  Forest,  Illinois.  Send  conunents  to: 
Mr.  James  Getz,  850  River  Woods  Road, 
P.O.  Box  847,  Lake  Forest,  Illinois  60045. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Mr.  Richard  W.  Krinun,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Village  of  Mettawa,  Lake  County, 
Illinois,  in  accordance  with  section  110 


‘The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1878  (43  FR 
41943,  September  18. 197S)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat  980,  which 
added  section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968)  (^b.  L  90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917.4  (a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  $  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  Aat  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations -are: 


Source  of  floodrig 

LocaSon 

ElevaSon 
in  tael 
neflotW 

vertical  datura 

Dee  Plaines  River _ 

,  DownG^Mfn  oofpoftiG 

Imils.  690 

Jual  upstream  ad  SMa 
I4g»iwive0. 

661 

Upstraain  corporate  Indts  663 

near  UbaryvISa. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  foecutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M..  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18228  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5150] 

Revision  of  proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Georgetown,  Floyd  County,  Ind.  Under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Harard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 


*  Ihe  functions  of  tiw  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  uvere  transferred  to  the  newly 
eetablished  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  Na  3  of  1878  (43  FR 
41943,  September  IS,  1978)  and  Executiva  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367.  ^>ril  3. 1879). 
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action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year]  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Georgetown,  Floyd  County,  Indiana. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  44  FR 10082  on 
February  16, 1979,  and  in  the  New 
Albany  Tribune  published  on  or  about 
March  4, 1979  and  March  11, 1979,  and 
hence  supersedes  those  previously 
published  rules. 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above  named 
community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  base  (lOO-year)  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Hall, 
Georgetown,  Indiana.  Send  comments 
to:  Mr.  Kennith  Lone,  President,  Town  of 
Georgetown,  Town  Hall,  Georgetown, 
Indiana  47122.  Attention:  Mr.  Larry 
Wetzel,  Vice  President. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (XW-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  ^ow  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Town  of  Georgetown,  in  accordance 
with  section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  Xlll.of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448],  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
1917.4  (a)). 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain  '* 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  quality  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
-Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modifled  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation* 
in  tael. 

Source  o(  Hooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

Georgetown  Creak. _  Downstream  corporate  limits .  684 

Just  upstream  of  Main  Street.  688 

Just  downstream  of  694 

QeorgetowrvLanesviHe 
Road. 

Just  upstream  of  Walts  Road  706 

Just  upstream  of  Baylor-  728 

Wissman  Road. 

At>out  1,500  feet  upstream  738 
from  Baykx-Wissman  Road. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XUl  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insaurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Dated:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18230  Filed  6-13-79;  B;45  am] 

MIXING  CODE  4210-23-M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5545] 

Proposed  Rood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Unincorporated 
Areas  of  Johnson  County,  Kans., 

Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.' 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
Unincorporated  Areas  of  Johnson 
County,  Kansas. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 

'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41843,  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3, 1979). 


flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  County  Court 
House,  Olathe,  Kansas.  Send  comments 
to:  Mr.  John  J.  Frankie,  Chairman  of  the 
County  Commissioners,  Johnson  County, 
County  Court  House,  Olathe,  Kansas 
66061. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  flOO-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Unincorporated  Areas  of  Johnson 
County,  Kansas,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234], 

87  Stat.  98C,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (lOO-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 

Elevation 
in  teet 

Source  of  flooding  Location  (national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum) 

Kansas  River _  Downstream  county  766 

boundary. 

About  0.5  mile  downstream  772 

of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  & 

Santa  Fe  Railway. 

About  0.9  mile  upstream  of  778 

the  Atchison,  Topeka  8 
Santa  Fe  Railway. 

Just  downstream  of  790 

Wyandotte  Street  bridge. 

About  3.0  miles  upstream  of  795 

Wyandotte  Street  bridge. 

Upsbaam  county  boundary  798 

KM  Creek .  Just  upstream  of  Old  State  790 

Highway  10. 

At  City  of  DeSota  southern  792 

corporate  limits. 
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Elavatlon 

biM. 

Soure*  o(  flOMtng  Location  (national 

Qaotfatfc 
vartical  datum) 


Blue  Rivar 

_ About  U  mkea  downatream 

of  Kennalh  Road. 

867 

Juat  upstream  of  Kannath 
Road. 

874 

About  1.9  milet  upttream  of 
Kannath  Read. 

881 

Just  upskeam  of  Missrxvi 
Pacific  Rairoad. 

886 

Juat  doDvnskeann  of  Metcalf 
Avanua. 

897 

Just  downstream  of  U.S. 
Highway  68. 

•901 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963. 

Issued;  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18231  Filed  S-13-7S-.  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4210-23-H 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-55461 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Unincorporated 
Areas  of  McCracken  County,  Ky. 

Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.‘ 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed . 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
unincorporated  areas  of  McCracken 
County,  Kentucky. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualiffed 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
establi^ed  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  10367,  April  3, 1979). 


base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  Tor  review  at  Mr.  Buddy  ]. 
Smith,  County  Engineer's  Office, 
McCracken  Coimty  courthouse, 

Paducah,  Kentucky.  Send  comments  to: 
Mr.  Buddy  J.  Smith,  County  Engineer  or 
Mr.  Raymond  Schultz,  County  )udge 
Executive,  Coimty  Courthouse,  Paducah, 
Kentucky.  42001. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
unincorporated  areas  of  McCracken 
County,  Kentucky,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIU  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  $  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal.  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insmance  on  existing  ' 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  leeL 

Souroa  of  flooding  Location  national 

gaodatic 
vartical  datum 


Black  Branch. -  Jual  dotanstraam  of  MaylMd  354 

Matropolia  Road  (KY.  780). 

Juat  douvnatream  of  Naw  369 

HMiiavBa  Road  (US  HWY 
80). 

Approximalaly  250  faal  378 

upaVaam  of  Lighfool  Road. 

CampOraak - Juat  downakeam  of  348 

Harmonay  Road. 

Approikmatoly  100  taat  361 

upakaani  of  Old  Mayfield 
Road. 

Juai  dovmairaam  of  Hnola  388 

Cankaf  (jutf  RMkoad. 

AppratSmalaly  180  leal  383 

downakaam  of  Old  Houaar 
Road  (Davie  Roars. 


Source  of  floodine 

Elevation 

miaaL 

Location  _  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 

Champiop  Craak . . 

Approximataly  40  leet 
upstream  of  Illinois  Cankai 

Gulf  RMkoad. 

334 

Just  downskaam  of  Old 

Mayfield  Road. 

343 

Approximately  120  feat 
upskaam  of  Clark  Lina 

Road. 

362 

Crooked  Creek . 

Approximately  30  feet 
upskaem  of  Buckner  Lana. 

372 

Just  upskaam  of  Paean  Driva 

364 

Approximately  200  feet 
upskeam  of  Interstate  24. 

398 

Island  Oraek _ 

330 

Just  downskeam  of 

Husbands  Road. 

330 

Massac  Creak _ 

Approximatoly  500  feat 
upskeam  of  Winois  Central 

Quif  Rairoad. 

336 

Approximately  300  feet 
downskeem  of  Hkiklevile 

Road  (US  60). 

344 

Confkianoa  of  MMdM  Fork 
Massac  Creek. 

351 

Approximately  ISO  feat 
upskaam  of  BlarKfvl9a 

Road  (US  62). 

361 

Just  downskeam  of 

Lovelacoville  Road. 

379 

Appronimately  50  feat 
upskeam  of  Clnion  Road.. 

390 

Middle  Fork,  Massac 

Approximataly  150  feet 

369 

Creak. 

upskeam  of  BtandvMa 

Road. 

Approximataly  120  leal 
upstream  of  Hkies  Road. 

381 

Approximataly  130  leal 
upskaam  of  Lovelacevila 
Road. 

389 

AppronmaMy  50  leal 
downskeam  of  Naw  Hope 
Owreh  Road. 

415 

West  Fork.  Massac 

Approximataly  100  laal 

349 

Creek. 

upskaam  of  Slaal  Road. 

Approximataly  180  laat 
upstream  of  Woodvile 

Road. 

356 

Just  upstream  of  HinMavaie 

377 

Road  (US  60). 

Juat  upskaam  of  Old 

Hinklavilla  Road. 

387 

Approximately  70  feat 

412 

downstream  of  the 
upskeam  crossing  of  Biggs 
Road. 

Ohio  Rivar _ 

.  At  the  Weaten  County  Limila 
(River  Mia  956.2). 

331 

Approximalaly  500  feet 
upskaam  of  Minois  Central 
GuN  Ralrood  at  Intarstala 

24. 

336 

At  Jacobs  Lana  (Extended).... 

337 

Perkins  Creak _ 

.  Approximataly  200  feat 
upskeam  of  Paducah  and 
Illinois  Rairoad. 

349 

Juat  upatraam  of  HkMevBa 

355 

- 

Road. 

Approximataly  270  laal 

360 

upatraam  of  Intarstate  24. 

Approgdmataly  120  feel 
upskeam  of  Hanaah  Road. 

369 

Approxknalely  100  laal 
upskaam  of  Friendship 

Church  Road. 

377 

(National  Flood  Insuranca  Act  of  1966  (Title 
XIU  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1960  (33  FR 
178(M,  November  28. 1988),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Ordw  12127, 44 
FR  19867;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insuranoe  Administrator  44  PR 
20903). 
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Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doe.  7S-18232  Piled  S-lS-70;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-23-M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5S47] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Augusta,  Kennebec  County,  Maine, 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Aiigusta,  Kennebec  County,  Maine. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
mangement  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified' 
for  participation  in  the  national  Flood , 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  ^ 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  commimity. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  infmmation 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
City  Engineer.  Send  comments  to:  Mr. 
Paul  G.  Poulin,  City  Manager  of 
Augusta,  City  Hall,  Augusta,  Maine 
04330. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTAiGT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  flood 
Insurance  Program  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270, 451 
Seventh  Street  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year )  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  5f  Augiuta,  Kennebec  County, 
Maine  in  accordance  with  section  110  of 
the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat  980,  which 
added  section  1383  to  the  National  Flood 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Developmant  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Raotganizatfon  Flan  Na  3  of  1978  (43  PR 
41943,  Septembm  iai97^  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  193S7,  April  3, 197Q. 


Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XHI  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a).  - 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
relations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain  mangement 
requirements.  The  community  may  at 
any  time  enact  stricter  requirements  on 
its  own,  or  pursuant  to  policies 
established  by  other  Federal,  State,  or 
regional  entities.  These  proposed 
elevations  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  for  new  buildings  and 
their  contents  and  for  the  second  layer 
of  insurance  on  existing  buildings  and 
their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Oivsilon 

InfMl, 

SourcM  of  ffoodhig  Locattoo  nHonrt 

Ooodollo 
wtlcirt  tfMum 


Kennabee  (Vvw-. 

,,,,,  DowniBioiTi  Cwpofolo 

32 

UmHa 

34 

UpilPMMi  Momo  Conni 

38 

Ralroad  Bridge. 

Conlkiinoo  of  fVdQO  Bfooh,,., 

38 

UpWeam  Cotporala  UwiM-, 

44 

Bond 

__  ConSuanoe  «ritti  Kannabec 

as 

nvw. 

Mount  Vawww  Avamia 

36 

Dunn's  PR  Road _ - _ - 

61 

UA  Route  96 

1M 

LaWaonRoad 

m 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Uiban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  os  amended:  (42 
UA.C  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367:  and  delegation  of  audiority  to 
Federal  bisurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  1. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jlmenes, 

Federal  Insurance  Aebninistrator. 

(FR  Doc  7S-1SZ»  PSkI  S-lS-ne  S4S  aai| 

MLLMQ  COM  <11>  H  M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5648) 

Propotad  Flood  Elevation 
Datarminationa  for  tha  Town  of 
Comlali,  York  County,  Malna  Under  tha 
National  Flood  Inauranca  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 


'The  functions  of  the  Fadaral  Insuranoe 
Administration.  Deportment  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  trensferred  to  the  newly 
established  Fbderal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reotganizatton  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 


AcnoN:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  infomation  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (l(X}-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Cornish,  York  County,  Maine. 

These  base  (l(X)-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the  - 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (l(X)-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  r^ew  at  the  Office  of  the 
Town  Selectmen,  Cornish,  Main.  Send 
comments  to  Mr.  William  Hoxie, 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen  of 
Cornish,  Town  Office,  Cornish,  Maine 
04020. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW^ 
Washington,  D.G  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (l(X>-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Cornish,  York  County,  Maine  in 
accordance  with  section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L 
93-234),  87  Stat  98a  which  added 
section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
412a  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
requited  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
relations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  jiolicies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
lued  to  calculate  die  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 


41943,  Septembar  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 
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buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elavatlonln 

miMi. 

Sourc*  o(  floocing  Location  national 

gaodatic 
vaiacSi  datum 


Saco  River - 

_  1,000  feet  upstream  of 

downstream  Corporate 

Urnks. 

279 

'4,000  feet  upstream  of 
downstream  Corporate 

Limits. 

280 

Upstream  of  Route  5  — 

281 

Confluence  of  the  Ossipee 
River. 

283 

Ossipoe  River _ 

_ Confluence  with  Seco  River_ 

283 

Upstream  of  Bridge  Street 

286 

1.11  miles  upstream  of 

Bridge  Str^ 

291 

Downstream  of  South  Hiram 
Road. 

297 

I.oe  miles  upstream  of  South 
Hiram  Ro^. 

303 

Little  River _ _ 

Downstream  of  confluance  of 

286 

Oas4>ee  River. 

Downstream  of  Old  MHI  Dam. 

308 

Downstream  of  School  Street 

351 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xlli  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367:  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  70-18234  Filed  8-13-70;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE-4210-23-M 


124  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5549] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of  West 
Gardiner,  Kennebec  County,  Maine, 
Under  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  West  Gardiner,  Kennebec  County, 
Maine. 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Mannfeiment 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  Na  S  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3, 1979). 


These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Office, 
West  Gardiner,  Maine. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  Vem  Libby, 
Chairman,  Board  of  Selectmen,  Town  of 
West  Gardiner,  Town  Office,  West 
Gardiner,  Maine  04345. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270.  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  West  Gardiner,  Kennebec 
County,  Maine,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insuranoe  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elavallon 
in  ImL 

Soure*  o(  floodkig  Location  notional 

gaodatic 


vanical  datum 

Cofabosseaconlae 

Eastern  corporate  4miL - 

139 

Stream. 

Just  upstream  of  mterstate 

139 

95. 

Just  upstream  of  Portd  Road. 

140 

Upstream  side  of  Dennis  HM 

141 

- 

Road. 

Upstream  side  of  State 

142 

Routes  9  and  126. 

Upstream  side  of  CoNns  MB 

143 

Road. 

Upstream  side  of  CoMns  MB 

151 

1  • 

Dam. 

5,000  feet  upstream  of 

155 

CoBns  MB  Dam. 

5,450  feet  upstream  of 

160 

CoBns  MB  Dam. 

,  At  confluence  with 

163 

Cobbo— eacontoe 

Hutchinson  Pond  Outlet 
Brook. 

West  Gardkier  shoralirw _ 

170 

Lake. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20963.) 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  70-18235  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5550] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of 
Buckland,  Franklin  County,  Mass. 
Under  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are'solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Buckland,  Franklin  County, 
Massachusetts. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the  # 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  eflect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 


'Tk*  functions  of  the  Fodoral  ln«twi«w» 
AdniittistratiaB,  Dtpartment  (rf  Housing  and  Urban 
Dovelopmont  wars  transfamd  to  tfaa  newly 
estabUsbad  Pedaral  Bneftency  Management 
Agency  by  Reoigenizatton  Plan  No.  3  of  1971  (43  PR 
41943.  September  19. 1978)  and  Exacntiva  Osdor 
12127  (44  PR  19967,  April  3, 1979). 
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OATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  die  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Town  Office, 
17  State  Street,  Buckland, 

Massachusetts.  Send  comments  to:  Mr. 
Norman  Sessions,  Chairman,  Board  of 
Selectmen,  Town  of  Buckland,  Town 
Office,  17  State  Street,  Buckland, 
Massachusetts  01370. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Buckland,  Franklin  County, 
Massachusetts,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1917.4  (a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  8  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
commimity  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities.  These 
proposed  elevations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


^  Elavalion 

kifMl. 

Sourca  o(  Floodkig  Location  noSonal 

Oaodatic 
vortical  datum 


aaacon  Brook——  ConSuanoaaMtOaarfWd  485 
Rtear. 

Juit  doIvnilPStni  of  AtNMd 
Rood  fnoor  Pipfrt  RoocO* 


Elovaiion 

kifaoL 

Souroo  of  Floodkig  Location  national 

vortical  datum 


Just  downstream  of  Ashfield 
Road  (north  of  contluanoe 
of  Maynard  Brook). 

543 

JuM  upstream  of  Uppar  Road 

636 

OeertMd  River _ 

_  Just  above  New  England 

Power  Company  Own  Na 

3. 

411 

Just  upstfomn  of  Bridgo  of 
Roumts. 

415 

Just  upstream  of  U.a  Route 

2. 

423 

Just  above  New  England 

Power  Company  Dam  No. 

4. 

450 

ApproKknaWy  3.500  feat 
upstream  of  Clesson  Brook. 

400 

Upsifsofn  cofporals  IwiH ..»»».» 

515 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  fUtle 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued;  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1S236  Filed  6-13-79:  S:45  am] 

BtLUNQ  CODE  4210-29-M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-50S31 

Propoaed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinationa  for  the  Town  of 
Georgetown,  Eaaex  County,  Maaa. 
Under  the  National  Flood  Inaurance 
Program;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Correction  of  proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
proposed  rule  on  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  that  appeared  on  page  6455  of 
the  Federal  Registw  of  February  1, 1979. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE  February  1, 1979 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270, 451 
Seventh  Street,  SW^  Washington,  D.C. 
20410. 

The  following  corrections  are  made: 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  tiie  needy 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganfacation  Plan  Na  S  of  1978  (43  PR 
41943,  September  19, 1976)  end  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  PR  19387,  April  3. 1979). 


Bevattonm 

teat 

Source  ol  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
vertical  datum 


Jackman  Brook. _ 1  Jewett  Streat -  57 

Porter  Brook _  ONsy  Lana* -  86 


*At  centeriine. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968],  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C  4001-4128);  &cecutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator.  44  FR 
20963) 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Inaurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc  79-18237  Filed  6-13-79;  8c45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  42ie-S3-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  Na  FI-5551] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Town  of  MHIis, 
Norfolk  County,  Maes.  Under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Millis,  Norfolk^ounty, 

Massachusetts. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
management  measiuvs  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
Town  Clerk,  Millis,  Massachusetts.  Send 
comments  to:  Mr.  Charles  Levine, 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Selectmen  of 


'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Honaing  and  Urban 
Development  were  tranaferred  to  the  newly 
establiahed  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reoiganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  IR 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367.  April  3, 1979). 


486 
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Millis.  Town  Office.  64  Exchange  Street. 
Millis.  Massachusetts  02154. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm.  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program.  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872.  Room 
5270. 451  Seventh  Street.  SW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Millis.  Norfolk  County, 
Massachusetts  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Tide  Xin  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001^128.  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  diat  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  cu‘e  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Elevation 
in  tael. 

Souree  ot  flooding  Location  national 

geodetic 
verticai  datum 


Chartaa  River Ootwnatream  Corporate  123 

Limita. 

Nortold  Road  (Upstream) _  127 

Mynia  Road  (Upstream) _ 13S 

Upstream  Corpixata  Limils  —  138 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1966],  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4(X)1-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963). 

Issued:  June  1. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  DOC.7S-1S23S  Filed  S-13-7S;  S:4S  am) 

BILLINQ  CODE  4210-23-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5552] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of  Hint, 
Genesee  County,  Mich.  Under  the. 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

aoency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 

Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.‘ 

action:  Proposed  rule. _ . 

summary:  Technical  information  m* 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Flint,  Genesee  County,  Michigan. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
commimity  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other 
information  showing  the  detailed 
outlines  of  the  flood-prone  areas  and -the 
proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at 
the  City  Hall,  Department  of  Community 
Development.  1101  South  Saganaw 
Street.  Flint,  Michigan.  Send  comments 
to:  The  Honorable  James  W.  Rutorford, 
Mayor,  City  of  Flint,  City  Hall,  1101 
South  Saganaw  Street,  Hint,  Michigan 
48502. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  W.  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION*.  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determination  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Flint,  Genesee  County,  Michigan, 
in  accordance  with  section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 


'  The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943.  September  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3. 1979). 


These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed  . 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more  ■ 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (l(X)-year]  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


ElcvaSon 
In  teal 

SowM  ol  Soodng  Location  national 

Qaodalic 
Vartical  datum 


FM  Rivar  _______  Doamatraam  oorporata  lmit_  702 

About  1,000  iaal  upatream  706 

'  Irom  Stapbanaon  Siraal 

Jual  downatraam  of  HamMon  706 

Oant 

About  300  Iaal  upatraam  ot  710 

Slavana  Sbaet 

Juat  abova  Utah  0am _  716 

Upatraam  ooiporate  ImH _ 710 

Surarlz  Ciaak  _____  Mouth  ol  FKnl  Rivar _  706 

Jual  upatraam  ol  Saoond  700 

Siraal. 

Juat  upatraam  of  Court  SIrael  710 

Juat  upatraam  of  Lovrar  718 

OrdaRoad. 

Juat  upatraam  of  Qrda  Road  72S 

Juat  downatraam  of  737 

BaHengar  Road. 

Juat  upatream  of  Briatol  753 

Road. 

Juat  upatraam  of  ptivala  road  756 

locatad  1.100  fael 
upatream.ol  Briatol  Road. 

At  upatream  corporate  kmita..  769 

Gifcey  Craek. . _..  Mouth  of  Flim  River _  713 

Juat  upatream  of  Lawia  716 

Street 

Just  downsbeam  of  Kearsley  71S 

Park  Boulavard. 

Just  upatraam  of  Longuvay  727 

Boulevard. 

About  1.150  fael  upstream  of  729 

Longway  Boulevard. 

About  1,600  teat  up^eam  of  735 
Longway  Boulev^. 


Just  upstream  of  Vamon  744 

Driva. 

Just  upatraam  of  Kalao  750 

Street 

Just  upatraam  of  Oiaiaia  752 

Syatam. 

Upatraam  corporate  tmita _  754 

Kaarslay  Creak -  Mouth  at  FIM  Rivar _  717 

Aial  downstream  of  Kaarslay  718 

Reservoir  Dant 

Abova  Kaaraiay  Reservoir  736 

Dam. 

Upatream  corporate  imila _  737 

Thread  Oraak . „...  Mouth  at  Swwiz  Creak _  711 

Just  upstream  of  Fanlon  715 

Street 

About  600  feel  upatraam  of  723 

Grand  Tnmk  Waatem 
Railroad. 

Juat  downstream  of  Twalftti  726 

Straat- 

.  Just  upatraam  of  Grand  732 


Tiavarae  Sbaet 
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BMatlon 

IniMl 

Soure*  of  lloodng  Location  nallonri 

QaoiMic 
Vortical  datum 


Just  ucetream  of  Barton 

743 

Am!  downctTMfn  of  Thfood 

747 

Lake  Dam. 

Abover  Tbreed  Lake  Dam — 

751 

Just  upskoem  of  Oort 

756 

Just  upekaam  of  Cfambars 

.760 

Rood. 

Uptirom  corpofti 

782 

Cramplon  Drain  ___ 

.  Conauanoe  arth  KssfUsy 

736 

RMarvolr. 

UpolrooRt  cofpofols 

736 

Robinaon  Drain _ 

.  Moukt  at  Qlk^  CMak - 

740 

Just  upstream  of  QoS  Coursa 

745 

AboUMOO  faat  upakaam  of 

750 

WmI  Orvich  ^MftE 

Stato  Highway  21. 
Downakaam  cofpocala  Indto* 

752 

Crssk. 

Upskasffl  oouxxals  IMls-_ 

753 

Carman  Oreek. _ 

.  ConfkMnoe  wWt  Sanrta 

726 

Creak. 

Just  downstream  of  Slats 

730 

MgfMray  21. 

Just  upskaam  of  Grand 

736 

Trunk  Wastam  Rakroed. 

Just  doamstraam  of 

742 

Ctaabrook  Lana. 

Just  upskaam  of  CraskTO  ok 

747 

Lane. 

Juet  upakeam  of 

761 

Hanvoaihavg  Roadi 
Upatraam  corporata  imita — 

753 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U,S.C.  4001-4128);  &cecutive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Fedmul  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR 
20063). 

Issued:  June  1, 1979. 
doria  M.  Jimenex,  * 

Federal  Inaurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  Ts-iszas  Filed  S-U-TSi  S4S  ami 
BttUNO  CODE  4X1»-2S-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5105] 

Revision  of  Proposed  Fiood  Eievation 
Determinations  for  the  City  of 
Cambridge,  Furnas  County,  Nebr., 
Under  the  Nadonai  Flood  Insurance 
Program 

-agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.’ 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMAFOr:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year]  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  City 
of  Cambridge.  Furnas  County,  Nebraska. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 


•The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  weta  tnoafaned  to  the  newly 
established  Fedmal  Emergency  Management 
Ageitcy  by  Saorganiatlon  Plan  Na  3  of  1978  (43  FR 
41943,  September  IR 1978)  and  Executive  Onkr 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  3. 197^. 


determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  44  FR  7163  on 
February  6, 1979,  and  in  the  Cambridge 
Clarion  published  on  or  about  February 
15, 1979  and  February  22, 1979,  and 
hence  supersedes  those  previously 
published  rules. 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-nam^ 
community. 

addresses:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  flood  (l(X)-year)  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  City  Hall, 
Cambridge.  Nebraska.  Send  comments 
to:  The  Honorable  Charies  B.  Mousel, 
Mayor,  City  of  Cambridge,  City  Hall, 
Cambridge,  Nebraska  69022. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street  SW.. 
Washington.  IXC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are  list 
below  for  selected  location  in  the  City  of 
Cambridge,  in  accordance  with  section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234),  87  Stat  980 
which  added  section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  Xin  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90- 
448),  42  U.S.C  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  die  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premimn  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


kitMt, 

SourovollloodbiB  LoraSon  imSomI 

vKSoldMum 


RapuMcan  nrar _ About  0S1  mla  downatram  2JS6 

JVat  Arnnakaam  ol  Siaia  2,362 

Ngm>ar47. 

JuatapabaamelSMa  2264 

Mgmar47. 

About  eJSaAaupaba  aw  o>  2270 

aumi6Fwrai47. 


(National  Flood  Inaurance  Act  of  1968  (Tide 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  PR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C  4001-4128);  Exe^tive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  ddegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  44  FR 
20963.) 

Dated:  June  1. 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7t-lSi40  FIM  s-ts.9ge  S4S  aail 
SajJNQ  COK  4ai»43-M 


[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5553] 

ProposGd  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  CHy  of 
Concord,  Merrimack  County,  NJi. 

Undw  the  National  Flood  Inaurance 
Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selerted  locations  in  the  City 
of  Concord,  Merrimack  County.  New 
Hampshire. 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flo^  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
a^ve-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  Office  of 
Planning  and  Engineering,  City  Hall,  41 
(keen  Street  (kmcord.  New  Hampshire 
03301.  Send  comments  to:  Mayor  Gross 
or  Mr.  James  Smith,  (kty  Manager,  City 
Halt  41  Green  Street  doncord.  New 
Hampshire. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll 
Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room  5270, 451* 
Seventh  Street,  SW.  Washington,  D.C 
204ia 


'The  fiinctioot  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Adminietratton.  DqMrtment  ofHouiing  end  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorgaaintton  Flan  No.  3  irf  1978  (43  FR 
41963,  Seplembar  W,  197N  and  BxocaUve  Ordw 
12127  (44  FR  19387,  April  3, 1979). 
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SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATIOli:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 
base  (100-yearl  flood  elevations  for  the 
City  of  Concord.  Merrimack  Coimty. 

New  Hampshire,  in  accordance  with 
section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Tide  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448]),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24 
CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
regulations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insmance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


Source  of  floodkig 

ElevaSon 
—  Infaal. 

Locatton  naSonal 

gaodatic 
vertical  datum 

Merrimack  Rivar„__. 

.  Northeastam  Corporate 

UmNa  (oonOuanoe  wNh 

Soucook  Rivor). 

204 

Juat  upatraam  of  Mancheater 
Street 

233 

Juat  upstream  of  Bridga 

Street 

235 

Just  upatraam  of  Seawal 
FalsRoad. 

252 

Contoocook  River _ 

.  Just  upatraam  of  SouSi  Main 
Street 

310 

Just  downstrsam  of 

Contoocook  Psffc  Dsm_ 

340 

Juat  upatraam  of  Contoocook 
Park  Dam. 

353 

Just  upstream  of  Horse  Hi 

Road. 

356 

Soucook  River 

.  Juat  upatraam  of  Pembroke 
Strast 

230 

Approximataly  250  feat 
upatraam  of  Sheep  Davis 

Road. 

260 

Juat  doamatraam  of  PittaSald 
Road. 

304 

The  OutM- 

.  Approximataly  160  feat 
upstream  Old  Waahinglon 
Street  Bridge. 

320 

Just  doematieam  of  New 
Washington  Street  Bridge. 

336 

Just  downatraam  of  Island 

Road. 

348 

Approodmalsly  25  feat 
upakeam  of  Island  Road. 

350 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Utle 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 


17804,  November  28. 1968).  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20963) 
Issued:  June  1, 1979. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1S241  FUed  S-lS-79;  8:46  ain] 

WLUNQ  CODE  4210-2S-M 

[24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-5554] 

Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations  for  the  Unincorporated 
Areas  of  Watauga  County,  N.C.  Under 
the  National  Rood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation,  FEMA.* 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
conunents  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the 
unincorporated  areas  of  Watauga 
County.  North  Carolina. 

These  base  (lOO-yecn)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  a 
newspaper  of  local  dilation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
base  (lOO-yeaf)  flood  elevations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Planning  and 
Inspection  Department,  Basement  Level, 
Watauga  County  Courthouse,  Boone, 
North  Carolina.  Send  comments  to: 

Gary  McGee,  Coimty  Manager,  or  Mr.  H. 
Neal  Blair,  Subdivision  Coordinator, 
Watauga  County  Courthouse,  Boone. 
North  Carolina  28607. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program.  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  (800)  424-8872,  Room 
5270, 451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  determinations  of 

'The  functions  of  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  were  transferred  to  the  newly 
established  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  by  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  197S  (43  FR 
41943,  Septembm  19, 1978)  and  Executive  Order 
12127  (44  FR  19367,  April  3, 1979). 


base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for  the 
unicorporated  areas  of  Watauga  County, 
North  Carolina. 

In  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93- 
234),  87  Stat  980,  which  added  Action  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L  90-448)),  42 
U.S.C  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR  1917.4(a). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  S  1910.3  of  the  program 
relations,  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities. 

These  proposed  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  base  (l(X)-year)  flood 
elevations  for  selected  locations  are: 


nwHon 

fellMl, 

SouTM  of  Flooclno  Looslon  iwSonsI 

RoodiSc 
vwlicsl  (Mum 


East  Fork - JinI  donurmresni  of  3102 

SocondMy  Rowl  1S22. 

Just  upstraam  of  Sacondaiy  3121 
Road  1624. 

MMdtoFork -  Jual  upasaam  of  Sacondaiy  3104 

road  1522. 


Jual  upatraam  of  US  221-  3127 

421. 

Just  upstTMin  of  Sooondify  3145 
Road  1542. 

BnjahyFork . .  Just  upatraam  of  Saoondaiy  2683 

Road  1117. 

Juat  upatraam  of  US  421  2729 

Juat  upatraam  of  Saoondary  2784 

Road  1311. 

Juat  downalraam  of  2870 

Sacondaiy  Road  1375. 

Juat  upatraam  of  Sacondaiy  2S76 
Road  1375. 

CouaOraak -  Juat  downaSaam  of  2641 

Sacondaiy  Road  1149. 

Juat  upatmam  of  US  2669 

fSghiiaay  321. 

Juat  upaOaam  of  Saoondaiy  2606 
Road  1215. 

100  faot  doamaSaam  of  2723 

Saoondary  Road  1217. 

GapCraaft . . Just  upatraam  of  US  2090 

tighiiioy  421-221. 

Juat  doamstraam  of  3024 

Saoondaiy  Road  1507. 

160  faat  upatraam  of  3027 

Saoondary  Road  1507. 

HoarardCMak -  Juat  doamatraam  of  3154 


Sacondaiy  Road  1306. 

Watauga  Rhior -  Aiat  upatraam  of  Sacondaiy  2019 

road  1557. 

Aral  upatraam  of  Sacondaiy  3003 

Road  1560. 

Juat  upatraam  of  Mi  Rfdga  3060 

Road. 

SouSi  Fork  Naai  Rkrar  Just  upakaam  of  US  221-  3063 

421. 
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Etovidlon 

infwl, 

8oivo#  o(  FloodbiQ  Locsioii  nsHonil 

vtfttcil  dduRi 


Jual  MpetMam  ol  pawd  load 
fiMf  oonfluGnoG  d  WMdif 
Ctaek. 

S10S 

Mutton  Otaek _ 

.  App60tdfnMlil)f  40fGtt 

ol  SocoiidGiy 

roulG  1614. 

S0S7 

downi6Mfn  of  Slolo  ftnw 
Rood. 

S103 

Jual  upaPaam  or  conduMtoa 
wKh  South  Foifc  Naur  Muat. 

Sloe 

(National  Flood  Inauranoe  Act  of  1968  (Tide 
Xm  of  Houaing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28. 1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28. 1968).  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127. 44 
FR  18367;  and  delegation  of  audiority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  44  FR  20663) 
Issued:  June  1. 1970. 

Gloria  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Ooc.  7S-1SSM  FOmI  S-13-79;  ft4S  ami 
BIUJIIQ  COM  4>10-aS-M 


DEPAirnMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[33  CFR  Part  161] 

Tank  Vessel  Operatlone  Puget  Sound 

Correction 

Note.— This  document  originally  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Registar  for  June  12, 1979.  It  is 
reprinted  in  this  issue  to  meet  requirements 
for  publication  on  an  assigned  day  of  die 
week.  (See  OFR  notice  41  FR  32914.  August  6, 
1976.) 

In  FR  Doc.  79-17355  appearing  on 
page  32004  in  die  issue  of  Monday.  June 
4, 1979,  make  die  following  correction: 

The  formula  appearing  at  the  top  of 
the  first  column  of  page  32005  now  given 
as  “V-F/KD"  should  have  been  given  as 
“V-ViCD.” 

BSJJNQCOM  1808  >1  M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40  CFR  Part  762] 

[FRL  1233-4;  OT8-066005] 

Toxic  Substances  Control  Act;  Fully 
Halogenated  Chlorofhiorocarbons 

AOCNCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACnON:  Imposed  Rule. _ 

summary:  On  March  17, 1978  die 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
promulgated  a  rule  (40  CFR  Part  762;  43 
FR  11318)  vidiich  prohibited  almost  all  of 


die  manufacture  and  processing  of  fully 
halogenated  chlorofluoralkanes 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as 
chlorofluorocarbons)  for  those  aerosol 
propellant  uses  whi^  are  subject  to  the 
Toxic  Substances  Contrcd  Act  (TSCA) 

(15  U.S.C.  2601  et  aeq.).  This  action 
proposes  an  amendment  to  the  essential 
use  exemption  for  mold*release  agents 
(40  CFR  782.21  (bj)  in  order  to 
specifically  exclu^  spinnerette  release 
agents. 

DATIS:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
amendments  must  be  received  by  die 
Record  and  Hearing  Qeri:  by  September 
12, 1979.  An  informal  public  hearing  will 
not  be  held  unless  an  interested  party 
requests  one.  Request  for  a  public 
hearing  must  be  received  by  the  Record 
and  Hearing  Clerk  by  September  12, 

1979.  Please  include  the  referrence 
number  OTS-066005  on  aU  comments. 
ADDRESS:  Joni  T.  Repasdi  is  the  Record 
and  Hearing  Cleric  for  diis  rulemaking. 
For  sending  comments  the  official  recmtl 
of  rulemaking  is  located  in  room  447 
WSME,  401 M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C  20460.  Telephone:  202-755-6633. 

The  record  is  available  for  viewing  and 
copjring  from  9  ajn.  to  4  p  jn.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  SIFORMATKMI COMTACT: 
James  D.  Silverman,  Contnd  Action 
Division,  Office  of  Toxic  Substances 
(TS-794),  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401,  M  Street,  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C  204^  Telephone:  202- 
755-8024. 

SUFFUMBITARV  tWFORMATK>H:  The 

chlorofluorocarlxm  rule  contains  an 
essential  use  exemption  (}  762.21  (b)) 
for.  Release  agent  for  molds  used  in  foe 
production  of  plastic  and  elastomeric 
materials.  Because  questions  have 
arisen  about  wdiether  this  exemption 
was  intended  to  include  spinnerette 
release  agents,  EPA  has  recently 
determin^  tiiat  such  agents  are 
exempted  by  foe  rule.  However  EPA  is 
today  proposing  to  revoke  that 
exemption. 

Sinc»  promulgation  of  foe  rule  two 
companies  have  notified  EPA  that  they 
produce  spinnerette  release  agents 
which  do  not  use  chlorofluorocarbon 
aerosol  propellants.  According  to  one 
company,  preliminary  test  results 
.  indicate  foat  nonchlorofluorocarbon 
spinnerette  release  agents  generally 
function  as  effectively  as  those 
containing  chlorofluorocarbon 
propellants.  If  there  is  an  alternative 
product  available,  there  is  no  basis  for 
maintaining  the  essential  use  exemption. 

Accordingly,  EPA  is  now  proposing  to 
amend  foe  current  rule  to  eliminate  the 
exemption  for  spinnerette  release 


agents.  EPA  specifically  invites 
comments  concerning  the  effectiveness, 
cost,  and  suitability  ^ 
nonchlorofluorocarbon  products  as 
spinnerette  release  agents.  Unless  there 
is  evidence  that  such  alternatives  are 
unsuitable  EPA  will  eliminate  the 
essential  use  exemption  for  spinnerette 
release  agents  propelled  by 
chlorofluorocarlxms. 

The  comment  period  for  this 
rulemaking  is  90  days  instead  of  the 
ususd  30  days  for  specialized 
amendments.  This  90  day  period  will 
allow  industry  time  to  conduct 
additional  tests  of  substitute  products. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  foe 
procedural  requirements  of  foe  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized”.  I 
have  reviewed  this  regulation  and 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  foe  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Dou^As  M.  Coetia, 

Administrator. 

EPA  proposes  to  amend  40  C3^  by 
amending  Part  762  as  follows: 

PART  762-FULLY  HALOGENATED 
CHLOROFLUOROALKANE8 

By  amending  1 762^21  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  762.21  Essantial  use  examptions. 

•  *  *  * 

(b)  Release  agent  for  molds  used  in 
foe  production  of  plastic  and 
elastomeric  materials  except  for 
spinnerette  release  agents. 

(Toxic  Substancces  Control  Act  Section  6, 
Pub.  L  94-489. 90  Stat  2020  (15  U.S.C  2605)) 
(FR  Doe.  78-18884  PM  a-U-78;  ae4S  uq 
BRJJNQ  COM  8e8S-ei-R 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

[45  CFR  Part  116a] 

Title  L  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act;  Awanflng  of  SpecM 
Granta  to  Local  Educational  Agendea 

AOENCV:  Office  of  Education,  HEW. 
ACnON:  Proposed  regulations. 

tUMMARV:  The  Commissioner  proposes 
regulations  to  govern  the  awanUng  of 
special  grants  to  local  educaticnal 
agencies  (LEAs)  wifo  eq>ecially  hi^ 
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concentrations  of  children  from  low- 
income  families.  These  special  grants 
are  authorized  under  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1978. 

The  primary  purpose  of  these 
proposed  regulations  is  to  provide 
me^ods  for  the  allocation  of  remaining 
special  grant  funds  after  all  eligible 
counties  in  a  State  have  received  funds 
according  to  the  statutory  formula. 

These  proposed  sections  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  new  proposed 
regiilations  that  will  be  published  in  the 
near  future  for  Title  I  of  th»Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965. 
DATES:  All  comments  on  these  proposed 
regulations  must  be  received  on  or 
before  August  13, 1979. 
addresses:  Written  comments  should 
be  addressed  to  Ms.  Carolyn  Homer, 
Division  of  Education  for  the 
Disadvantaged,  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW  (Room 
3642D,  ROB-3],  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

All  comments  that  are  submitted  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at  this 
address  during  and  after  the  comment 
period  between  8:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m., 
Mondays  through  Fridays,  except  for 
Federal  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Carolyn  Homer,  (202)  248-2638. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

As  amended  by  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1978  (Pub.  L  95-561), 
Section  117  of  Title  I  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965 
(“the  Act”)  authorizes  special  title  I 
grants  for  local  educational  agencies 
(LEAs)  in  counties  with  especially  high 
concentrations  of  children  frt}m  low- 
income  families  (sec.  117;  20  U.S.C. 

2722). 

Section  117(b)(1)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  each  coimty — ^in  a  State  other  than 
Guam,  American  Samoa,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands, 
and  the  Tmst  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands — that  is  eligible  for  a  grant 
under  title  I  of  the  Act  for  any  fiscal 
^ear  is  entitled  to  an  additional  grcuit 
under  section  117  for  that  fiscal  year  if — 

(a)  The  number  of  children  counted 
imder  section  111(c)  of  the  Act  for  LEAs 
in  the  county  exceeds  five  thousand;  or 

(b)  The  number  of  children  counted 
under  section  111(c)  exceeds  20  percent 
of  the  total  number  of  children  aged  five 
through  seventeen  in  school  districts  of 
LEAs  in  the  coimty. 

In  addition  to  the  above  criteria  for 
determining  whether  a  county  is  entitled 
to  a  special  grant,  section  117(b) 
provides  that  no  State— other  than 
Guam,  American  Samoa,  the  Virgin 


Islands,  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands, 
and  the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific 
Islands — shall  rsoeive  less  than  ona- 
quarter  of  1  percent  of  die  funds 
appropriated  for  special  grants  under 
section  117.  However,  the  statute  does 
not  specify  how  those  grant  funds  are  to 
be  allocated  to  counties  in  States  in 
which  there  are  nO  counties  that  meet 
the  eligibility  criteria  in  section 
117(b)(1). 

Similarly,  the  statute  does  not  specify 
a  method  for  allocating  any  remaining 
special  grant  funds  after  aU  eligible 
counties  in  a  State  have  received  the 
amount  of  special  grant  funds  to  which 
they  are  entitled  under  the  formula  in 
section  117(b)(3). 

B.  Overview  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

The  proposed  regulations  specify — 

(a)  Which  States  are  entitled  to 
spedal  grant  funds  under  section  117  of 
the  Act; 

(b)  H^e  method  for  determining  the 
amount  of  special  grant  funds  that  each 
State  receives; 

(c)  The  methods  for  allocating  special 
grant  funds  to  counties  within  eadi 
State  that  receives  these  funds; 

(d)  The  method  of  making  the  special 
grants  to  LEAs;  and 

(e)  The  conditions  that  govern  the  use 
of  special  grant  funds. 

Sections  116a.34  and  116a.35  of  the 
proposed  regulations  specify  methods 
for  allocating  remaining  special  grant 
funds  in  a  State  after  all  eligible 
counties  in  that  State  have  received  the 
special  grant  funds  to  which  they  are 
entitled  under  the  statutory  formula. 

In  essence,  these  sections  provide 
that,  after  each  eligible  county  is 
allocated  the  amoimt  of  special  grant 
funds  to  which  it  is  entitled,  the 
Commissioner  allocates  any  remaining 
special  grant  funds  on  the  basis  of  a 
plan  that  is — 

(a)  Proposed  by  the  State  educational 
agency  (SEA);  and 

(b)  Approved  by  the  Commissioner. 

Under  the  SEA  plan  these  funds  may 

be  allocated  to  some  otherwise 
ineligible  counties,  as  well  as  to  some  or 
all  of  that  State’ft  eligible  counties 
already  funded  under  the  statutory 
formula. 

If  the  SEA  and  the  Commissioner 
cannot  agree  on  an  allocation  plan,  the 
Commissioner  allocates  the  remaining 
special  grant  funds  to  the  counties  in  the 
State  that  are  receiving  a  basic  grant 
under  part  A  of  the  title  I  statute.  Tbe 
Commissioner  makes  this  allocation  on 
the  basis  of  the  basic  grant  allocation 
method  in  the  Act 


We  would  like  to  point  out  that  the 
new  proposed  title  I  regulations 
describing  evaluation  requirements  (dr 
title  I  programs,  that  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  7. 1979, 
used  sonM  of  the  same  section  numbers 
tiiat  are  used  in  these  proposed 
regulations.  This  problem  will  be  solved 
by  changing  the  section  numbers  for  the 
title  I  evaluation  requirements  when 
they  are  published  in  final  form. 

C.  Public  Comments  and  Partic4Mtion 

While  the  Commissioner  invites  and 
encourages  all  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments,  suggestions,  and 
recommendations  concerning  these 
proposed  regulations,  the  Commissioner 
is  particularly  interested  in  receiving 
comments  from  people  in  the  States  that 
would  be  most  ^ected  by  the  allocation 
methods  that  are  proposed  in  §S  116a.34 
and  116a.35.  Those  States  are  likely  to 
include  New  Hampshire  (which  has  no 
counties  that  meet  the  elij^bility  criteria 
in  section  117(b)(1)  of  the  Act)  and 
Alaska,  Delaware,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Maine,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Vermont  and  Wyoming  (which  will  have 
special  grant  funds  left  over  after  all 
counties  in  the  State  that  meet  the 
statutory  eligibility  criteria  have 
received  the  amount  of  special  grant 
funds  to  which  they  are  entitled  under 
the  formula  in  section  117(b)(3)). 

Comments  may  be  sent  to  the  address 
in  this  notice. 

D.  Citations  of  Authority  > 

As  required  by  section  431(a)  of  the 
General  Education  Provisions  Act  (20 
U.S.C.  1232(a)),  a  citation  of  statutory 
authority  for  each  section  of  the 
proposed  regulations  has  been  placed  in 
parentheses  on  the  line  following  the 
text  of  each  section.  References  to 
“Sec."  in  these  citations  of  authority 
relate  to  sections  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended  by  several  public  laws 
including  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1978  (Pub.  L  95-561). 

Dated:  March  16, 1979. 

Ernest  L;  Boyer, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  May  10, 1979. 

Hale  Champion, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assisfftce  No. 
13.428  Educationally  Deprived  Children  Local 
Educational  Agencies) 

It  is  proposed  that  Title  45  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  be  amended  by 
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adding  new  §§  116a.32  through  116a.39 
to  Part  116a  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec. 

liea.32  States  entitled  to  special  grant 
funds  under  section  117  of  the  Act 
116a.33  Amount  of  special  grant  funds  that 
each  State  receives. 

liea.34  Allocation  of  special  grant  funds  to 
counties  within  a  State  in  which  at  least 
one  county  meets  the  statutory  eligibility 
criteria.  . 

116a.35  Allocation  of  special  grant  founds  to 
counties  within  a  State  in  which  no 
country  meets  the  statutory  eligibility 
criteria.  ' 

116a.36  Submission  of  allocation  plans. 
116a.37  Commissioner’s  standard  for 
approval  of  allocation  plans. 

116a  .38  Method  of  making  special  grants. 
liea.39  Use  of  special  grant  funds. 

Audiority:  Section  117  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965.  as 
amended  by  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1978  (Pub.  L  95-561). 

S116a.32  States  MtitM  to  special  grant 
funds  under  section  117  of  the  Act 

Section  117(b)  of  the  Act  provides  the 
each  State— other  than  Guam,  American 
Samoa,  the  Virgin  Islands,  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands,  and  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands — that  is  eligible  for 
a  grant  under  title  I  of  the  Act  for  any 
fiscal  year  is  entitled  to  special  grant 
funds  from  the  amount  appropriated 
under  section  117(d)  of  the  Act  for  the 
fiscal  year. 

(Sec.  117(b)(1);  20  U.S.C.  2722(b)(1)) 

S 1 16a.33  Amount  of  special  grant  funds 
that  each  State  rocsivss. 

The  Commissioner  determines  the 
amount  of  special  grant  funds  that  a 
State  receives  under  section  117  of  the 
Act  on  the  basis  of  the  formula  in 
section  117(b)(3)  of  the  Act.  However, 
each  State  that  is  entitled  to  special 
grant  funds  receives  at  least  one-quarter 
of  1  percent  of  the  funds  appropriated 
under  section  117(d)  of  the  Act  for  that 
fiscal  year. 

(Sec.  117(b)(1).  (2)  amd  (3);  20  U.S.C. 
2722(b)(1).  (2)  and  (3)) 

§116a.34  Allocation  Of  spodal  grant 
funds  to  countlaa  within  a  Stats  In  which  at 
laast  ona  county  moots  tha  statutory 
aUgibiHty  crftorla. 

(a)  General  Rule.  Expect  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  special 
grant  funds  that  are  awarded  to  a  State 
in  which  at  least  one  county  meets  the 
eligibility  criteria  in  section  117(b)(1)  of 
the  Act  are  allocated  to  the  eligible 
coimties  within  the  State  by  the 
Commissioner  in  accordance  with  the 
formula  in  section  117(b)(3)  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Exceptions.  (1)  Except  as  provided 
in  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  paragraph. 


any  special  grant  funds  that  remain 
unallocated-^fter  all  the  counties  in  the 
State  have  been  allocated  the  amount  of 
special  grant  funds  to  which  they  are 
entitled  under  the  statutory  formula — 
are  allocated  to  counties  within  the 
State  by  the  Commissioner  according  to 
'  an  allocation  plan.  This  allocation  plan 
must — 

(1)  Be  submitted  to  the  Commissioner 
by  the  SEA,  according  to  the  procedures 
described  in  §  116a.36;  and 

(2)  Have  the  approval  of  the 
Commissioner,  using  the  standards 
described  in  8  116a.37. 

(2)  If  the  SEA  does  not  submit  an 
allocation  plan,  or  the  Conunissioner 
does  not  approve  the  plan  that  has  been 
submitted,  Ae  Commissioner  allocates 
the  remaning  special  grant  funds  within 
the  State  to  those  counties  that  are 
receiving  a  basic  grant  under  part  A  of 
title  I  of  the  Act  The  Commissioner 
makes  this  allocation  on  the  basis  of  the 
basic  grant  allocation  method  in  section 
111(a)(2)  of  the  Act 

(Sea  117(a)  and  (b);  20  U.S.C  2722(a)  and  (b)) 

8116a.35  Allocation  of  special  grwit 
funds  to  counties  within  a  State  in  which  no 
county  meets  the  statutory  eligibility 
criteria. 

(a)  General  Rule.  Except  as  provided 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  special 
grant  fimds  that  are  awarded  to  a  State 
in  which  no  county  meets  the  eligibility 
criteria  in  section  117(b)(1)  of  the  Act 
are  allocated  to  counties  within  the  ' 
State  by  the  Commissioner  according  to 
an  allocation  plan.  This  allocation  plan 
must — 

(1)  Be  submitted  to  the  Commissioner 
by  the  SEA,  according  to  the  procedures 
described  in  §  116a.36:  and 

(2)  Have  the  approval  of  the 
Commissioner,  using  the  standards 
described  in  8  116a.37. 

(b)  Exception.  If  the  SEA  does  not 
submit  an  allocation  plan  or  the 
Commissioner:  does  not  approve  the 
plan  that  has  been  submitted,  the 
Commissioner  allocates  the  special 
grant  funds  within  the  State  to  those 
counties  that  are  receiving  a  basic  grant 
under  part  A  of  title  I  of  the  Act.  The 
Commissioner  makes  this  allocation  on 
the  basis  of  the  basic  grant  allocation 
method  in  section  111(a)(2)  of  the  Act. 
(Sea  117(a)  and  (b);  20  U.S.C  2722(a)  and  (b)) 

8116a.36  Submission  of  allocation  plans. 

(a)  States  that  may  submit  an 
allocation  plan.  Each  State  for  which 
special  grant  funds  remain 
unallocated — after  all  the  eligible  , 
counties  in  the  State  have  been 
allocated  the  amount  of  special  grant 
funds  to  which  they  are  entitled  under 


the  statutory  formula — may  submit,  for 
the  Commissioner’s  consideration,  a 
plan  for  allocation  of  these  unallocated 
funds  to  counties  within  the  State. 

(b)  Submission  through  State 
educational  agency.  Each  State  that 
chooses  to  submit  an  allocation  plan' 
shall  do  so  through  its  SEA. 

(c)  Elements  of  an  allocation  plan.  In 
order  to  be  assured  of  consideration  by 
the  Commissioner,  an  allocation  plan 
must  include — 

(1)  A  list  of  all  counties  in  the  State 
that  meet  the  eligibility  criteria  in 
section  117(b)(1)  of  the  Act,  and  the 
amount  of  special  grant  funds  that  each 
of  those  counties  receives  under  the 
formula  in  section  117(b)(3)  of  the  Act: 

(2)  A  list  of  all  counties  in  the  State, 
and  the  amount  of  special  grant  funds — 
if  any — that  each  county  would  receive 
under  the  proposed  allocation  plan;  and 

(3)  A  description  of  the  proposed 
method  for  allocating  the  special  grant 
funds  to  the  counties  in  the  State.  This 
description  must  include — 

(i)  lie  reasons  why  this  method  is 
being  proposed;  and 

(ii)  How  this  method  meets  the 
statutory  purpose  of  providing  special 
grant  funds  to  those  counties  with 
espically  high  concentrations  of  children 
from  low-income  families. 

(Sec.  117(a)  and  (b);  20  U.S.C.  2722(a)  and  (b)) 

8 116a.37  Commlnlonor’s  standards  for 
approval  of  allocation  plans. 

In  deciding  whether  to  approve  a 
proposed  allocation  plan  the  * 

Commissioner  considers  the  extent  to 
which  the  proposed  plan — 

(a)  Meets  the  requirements  in 
8  116a.36; 

(b)  Would  result  in  an  allocation  of 
special  grant  funds  that  meets  the 
statutory  purpose  of  providing  special 
grant  funds  to  those  counties  with 
especially  high  concentrations  of 
children  from  low-income  families;  and 

(c)  Is  reasonable  in  terms  of  local 
circumstances,  including  the  distribution 
of  children  frt)m  low-income  families 
within  counties. 

(Sea  117(a)  and  (b):  20  U.S.C  2722(a)  and  (b)) 

8116a.38  Method  of  making  special 
grants. 

(a)  The  Conunissioner  includes  the 
amount  of  special  grant  funds  that  a 
State  is  entitled  to  for  a  particular  fiscal 
year,  as  determined  under  8  116a.33,  in 
the  amount  paid  to  that  State  under 
section  191  of  the  Act  for  that  fiscal 
year. 

(b)  Under  8  116a.34  or  8 116a.35  the 
Conunissioner  allocated  that  special 
grant  funds  to  counties  within  each 
State  that  receives  special  grant  funds. 
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(c)  Under  the  formula  in  section 
117(b)(5)  of  the  Act,  the  SEA  shall 
distribute  the  special  grant  funds  to 
LEAs  in  each  county  to  which  the 
Commissioner  allocates  special  grant 
funds. 

(Sea  117(b)(5)  and  (c)(1);  20  U.S.C.  2722(b)(5) 
and  (c)(1)) 

§1l6a.39  Um  Of  Special  grant  fimds. 

Each  LEA  that  receives  special  grant 
funds  under  section  117  of  the  Act  shall 
use  those  funds — 

(a)  To  carry  out  activities  that  are 
described  in  the  approved  project 
application  for  title  I  basic  grant  funds 
that  the  LEA  submitted  under  section 
121  of  the  Act;  and 

(b)  In  accordance  with  the  program 
requirements  for  title  I  basic  grants  in 
subpart  3  of  title  I  of  the  Act. 

(Sec.  117(C)(2):  20  U.S.C.  2722(c)(2) 

(FR  Ooc.  79-17670  Filed  »>13-7S;  SiS  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-02-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Part  73] 

[BC  Docket  No.  79-136;  RM-31701 

Television  Broadcast  Station  in 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.;  Proposed 
Changes  in  Table  of  Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

SUMMARY:  Comments  invited  on  a 
proposal  to  assign  television  Channel  52 
to  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  This 

also  make  the  channel  available 
for  use  at  Edmond,  Oklahoma,  as 
proposed  by  Satellite  Outreach 
Ministries,  Inc. 

date:  Comments  must  be  Hied  on  or 
before  July  30, 1979,  and  reply  comments 
must  be  filed  on  or  before  August  20, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Louis  C.  Stephens.  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202) 632-6302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Adopted:  May  31, 1979. 

Released:  June  6, 1979. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau: 

In  the  Matter  of  Amendment  of 
Section  73.606(b),  Table  of  Assignments, 
Television  Broadcast  Stations, 
(Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma):  BC  Docket 
No.  79-136,  RM-3170. 


1.  Satellite  Outreach  Ministries,  Inc. 
has  requested  the  assignment  of 
Channel  52  to  Edmond,  Oklahoma,  and 
states  its  intention  to  apply  for  a 
construction  permit  to  build  a  television 
station  there  if  this  assignment  is 
granted. 

2.  No  television  channels  are  now 
assigned  to  the  small  community  of 
Edmond  (1970  population  of  16,633) 
which  is  located  in  Oklahoma  County 
(pop.  527,717),  near  Oklahoma  City. 
Petitioner  has  offered  no  real  showing  of 
the  need  for  a  television  channel  for 
Edmond,  but  there  does  appear  to  be'  a 
possible  need  for  another  channel  at 
Oklahoma  City.  Moreover,  if  Channel  52 
were  assigned  to  Oklahoma  City, 
petitioner  could  apply  for  it  at  Edmond 
under  the  "15-mile”  rule  (Section 
73.607(b)). 

3.  The  proposed  assignment  would 
meet  all  mileage  separation 
requirements,  and  a  station  on  Channel 
52  at  Oklahoma  City  would  be  subject  to 
no  site  restrictions  for  separation 
purposes. 

4.  The  eight  television  channels  now 
assigned  to  Oklahoma  City  (pop. 

366,481)  include  the  five  on  which 
stations  now  operate  (4,  5,  9,  *13,  and 
25),  one  for  which  applications  are 
pending  but  are  "cut-off’  (Channel  14) 
and  two  for  which  construction  permits 
have  been  granted  (Channels  34  and  43). 
If  Channel  52  were  assigned,  there 
would  remain  two  possible  additional 
channel  assignments  for  Oklahoma  City 
or  elsewhere  in  the  area. 

5.  Consideration  of  the  proposed 
assignment  of  Channel  52  to  Oklahoma 
City  appearing  warranted  in  these 
circumstances,  comments  are  invited  on 
the  following  proposed  amendment  to 
Section  73.606(b),  Table  of  Television 
Assignments: 


City 

Channal  Ho. 

Praaent  Propoaad 

Oklahoma  City,  OMa . 

...  4-.  5.  S-.  *13+.  4-,  5,  *13+. 

14-.  2S-.  34-,  14-.  25-,  34-, 

43+.  43+,  52 

6.  Authority  to  institute  rule  making 
proceedings,  showings  required,  cut-off 
procedures,  and  filing  requirements  are 
contained  in  the  attached  Appendix  and 
are  incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Note.^ — A  showing  of  continuing  interest  is 
required  by  paragraph  2  of  the  Appendix 
before  a  channel  will  be  assigned 

7.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Louis  C. 
Stephens,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632- 
6302.  However,  members  of  the  public 
should  note  that  from  the  time  a  notice 


of  proposed  rule  making  is  issued  until 
the  matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  consideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel  ' 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message  (spoken  or  written)  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rule  making 
other  than  comments  officially  filed  at 
the  Commission  or  oral  presentation 
required  by  the  Commission. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Philip  L.  Verveer, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

Appendix 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  found  in 
Sections,  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r),  and 
307(b)  of  the  Conimunications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and -Section 
0.281(b)(6)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  IT 
IS  PROPOSED  TO  AMEND  the  TV 
Table  of  Assignments,  Section  73.606(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations,  as  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached. 

2.  Showings  required.  Comments  are 
invited  on  the  proposal(s)  discussed  in 
the  Notice  of  Ifroposed  Rule  Making  to 
which  this  Appendix  is  attached. 
Proponent(s)  will  be  expected  to  answer 
whatever  questions  are  presented  in 
initial  comments.  The  proponent  of  a 
proposed  assignment  is  also  expected  to 
file  comments  even  if  it  only  resubmits 
or  incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  It  shoidd  also  restate  its 
present  intention  to  apply  for  the 
channel  if  it  is  assigned  and,  if 
authorized,  to  build  the  station 
promptly.  Failure  to  file  may  lead  to 
denial  of  the  request 

3.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  will  govern  the 
consideration  of  filings  in  this 
proceeding. 

(a)  Coimterproposals  advanced  in  this 
proceeding  itself  will  be  considered,  if 
advanced  in  initial  comments,  so  that 
parties  may  comment  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  They  will  not  be  considered 
if  advanced  in  reply  comments.  (See 

§  1.420(d)  of  Commission  Rules.) 

(b)  With  respect  to  petitions  for  rule 
making  which  conflict  with  the 
proposal(s)  in  this  Notice,  they  will  be 
considered  as  comments  in  the 
proceeding,  and  Public  Notice  to  this 
effect  will  oe  given  as  long  as  they  are 
filed  before  the  date  for  filing  initial 
comments  herein.  If  they  are  filed  later 
than  thaL  they  will  not  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  decision  in  this 
docket 
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4.  Comments  and  reply  comments; 
service.  Pursuant  to  applicable 
procedures  set  out  in  Sections  1.415  and 
1.420  of  the  Commission's  Rules  and 
Regulations,  interested  parties  may  file 
comments  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  which  this 
Appendix  is  attached.  All  submissions 
by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties  must  be 
made  in  written  comments,  reply 
comments,  or  other  appropriate 
pleadings.  Comments  shall  be  served  on 
the  petitioner  by  the  person  filing  the 
comments.  Reply  comments  shall  be 
served  on  the  person(s)  who  filed 
comments  to  which  the  reply  is  directed. 
Such  comments  and  reply  comments 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of 
service.  (See  §  1.420  (a),  (b)  and  (c)  of 
the  Commission  Rules.) 

5.  Number  of  copies.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  1.420  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations,  an  original  and  four  copies 
of  all  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

6.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  in(ierested 
parties  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Room  at  its  headquarters,  1919  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

(FR  Do&  7S-U0n  FUad  6-13-70;  8:45  am] 

MtUNQ  COOC  6712-01-11 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

[49  CFR  Part  172] 

[Docket  No.  HM-126A;  Notice  No.  79-9] 

Display  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Identification  Numbers;  Improved 
Emergency  Response  Capability 

Correction 

In  ^  Doc.  79-16984  appearing  at  page 
32972  in  the  issue  for  Thursday,  June  7, 
1979,  a  portion  of  the  comments  of  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads 
(AAR)  was  reproduced  on  pages  32973- 
32975.  These  comments  were  printed  in 
the  same  type  size  and  style  as  the  rest 
of  the  dociunent  preamble. 
Consequently,  the  conunents  of  the  AAR 
might  be  mistaken  as  representing  the 
official  views  of  the  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau.  Users  should  be 
advised  that  the  text  beginning  in  the 
middle  column  on  page  32973,  fi^m  the 
heading  "The  Basic  Requirements  of  a 
Hazard  Information  System"  through  the 


text  in  the  middle  column  on  page  32975, 
ending  with  the  line  "emergency  units 
on  the  scene.’’  is  a  partial  quotation 
taken  fitim  the  comments  of  the  AAR. 

BILUNQ  COOC  1S06-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Abnospheric 
Administration 

[50  CFR  Part  652] 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Hearings 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration, 

Commerce. 

action:  Public  hearings  on  amendment 
to  the  Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the 
Surf  Clam  and  Ocean  Quahog  Fisheries. 

summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council  prepared  an 
amendment  to  the  Fishery  Management 
Plan  for  the  Surf  Clam  and  Ocean 
Quahog  Fisheries  that  proposes  major 
changes  to  the  plan.  Public  hearings  are 
aumounced  for  consideration  of  the 
changes. 

DATES:  The  hearings  will  be  held  on  the 
following  dates:  July  10, 11, 12. 17, 18, 
and  19, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  The  hearings  will  be  at  the 
following  locations: 

July  10 — Holiday  Inn,  500  Hathaway  Road, 
New  Bedford,  MA  02710,  (617)  907-1231. 
July  11 — Dutch  Inn,  Great  Island  Road, 
(Galilee)  Narragansett,  RI 02882,  (401)  789- 
9341. 

July  12 — Stockton  State  College,  Pomona,  N) 
08240,  (609)  652-1776. 

July  17 — Golden  Eagle,  Philadelphia  Avenue 
on  the  Beach,  Cape  May.  N)  08204,  (609) 
884-5611. 

July  18 — Sheraton  Fountainbleau  Inn,  10100 
Ocean  Highway,  Ocean  City,  MD  21842, 
(301)  524-3535. 

July  19 — Quality  Inn  Lake  Wright,  6280 
Northampton  Blvd.,  Box  2048,  Norfolk,  VA 
23502,  (804)  461-6251. 

All  of  the  above  public  hearings  will 
begin  promptly  at  7iOO  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  John  C.  Bryson,  Executive  Director, 
Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  Room  2115,  Federd  Building, 
North  and  New  Streets,  Dover, 
Delaware  19901,  Telephone:  302-674- 
2331. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 

Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the  Surf 
Clam  and  Ocean  Quahog  Fisheries  was 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
in  November,  1977,  for  the  period 
through  September,  1979.  liie  Council 
adopted  an  amendment  to  the  plan  that 


would  extend  it  through  December  1979. 
This  amendment  is  being  reviewed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  The  Council 
adopted  another  amendment  that  would 
extend  the  plan  through  calendar  year 
1980  with  the  following  changes: 

4.  The  annual  surf  clam  quota  of  1.8 
million  bushels  (approximately  30 
million  pounds  of  meats)  would  be 
continued  as  would  be  the  provisions  to 
allocate  the  quota  by  quarters  and 
regulate  fishing  effort  by  restricting  days 
fished.  However,  the  amendment  would 
revise  the  quarterly  quotas  for  surf 
clams  to  be  400,000  bushels  for  October 
through  December  and  January  through 
March,  and  500,000  bushels  for  April 
through  June  and  July  through 
September.  A  fishing  week  of  no  more 
than  four  days.  Monday  through 
Thursday,  will  be  continued.  To  help 
spread  the  quarterly  catch  evenly 
throughout  ^e  entire  quarter,  each 
vessel  will  be  restricted  to  24  hours  of 
fishing  per  week  at  the  beginning  of 
each  quarter.  If  the  Regional  Director  of 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
determines  that  the  quarterly  quota  will 
not  be  harvested,  the  weekly  hours  of 
fishing  may  be  increased.  The  Regional 
Director  may  prohibit  fishing  if  it  is 
likely  that  the  quarterly  quota  will  be 
exceeded.  Vessels  would  be  required  to 
start  and  stop  fishing  at  uniform  hours. 

A  make-up  day  for  bad  weather  would 
be  permitted  on  the  fishing  day 
following  the  fishing  day  whidi  the  bad 
weather  condition  existed.  The  make-up 
day  provision  would  be  in  effect  only 
during  the  months  of  December, 
February,  and  March. 

2.  The  amendment  would  continue  the 
provisions  of  the  plan  regarding  ocean 
quahogs  except  that  the  annual  quota 
for  ocean  quahogs  would  be  increased 
to  4.0  million  bushels  (approximately  40 
million  pounds  of  meats). 

3.  The  prohibition  on  the  entry  of 
additional  vessels  into  the  surf  clam 
fishery  would  be  continued.  The 
moratorium  would  not  preclude 
replacement  of  vessels  involimtarily 
leaving  the  fishery  during  the  time  when 
the  moratorium  is  in  effect 

4.  The  provision  to  close  surf  clam 
beds  to  fishing  wherein  over  60  percent 
of  the  clams  are  under  4V^  inches'  in 
length  and  less  than  15  percent  are  over 
5  Vi  inches  in  length  would  be  continued. 
It  is  recommended  that  special  measures 
be  instituted  to  manage  such  closed 
areas  when  they  are  reopened  to  insure 
that  such  openings  do  not  lead  to 
premature  closures  in  the  fishery  and  to 
prevent  overfishing  of  the  newly  opened 
beds. 

5.  Dredge  size  and  number  would  be 
limited  by  the  amendment  to  such 
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equipment  on  board  and  in  use  on  the 
elective  date  of  implementation.  A 
minimum  surf  clam  size  limit  of  4^ 
inches  would  be  imposed,  at  least  diuing 

1980.  The  primary  reason  for  these 
measures  is  to  take  into  account  the 
possible  impacts  of  using  1980  as  a  base 
year  for  measuring  harvesting  sector 
performance  upon  which  to  base,  at 
least  in  part,  a  possible  future  direct 
allocation  system  for  the  surf  clam 
hshery.  The  dredge  freeze  was 
recommended  by  the  Coimcil’s  Surf 
Clam  and  Ocean  Quahog  Advisory 
Subpanel  primarily  to  minimize  changes 
from  historical  relative  harvesting 
capacity  during  the  base  period.  The 
surf  clam  size  was  recommended  by  the 
Subpanel  in  order  to  minimize  the 
harvest  of  pre-recruit  surf  clams  during 
the  base  period  when  there  would  be  a 
great  incentive  to  harvest  the  maximum 
volume  of  clams  in  order  to  improve 
harvesting  performance.  Council  may 
amend  the  plan  by  removing  the 
moratorium  on  the  entry  of  new  vessels 
into  the  surf  clam  fishery  and  replacing 
it  with  some  type  of  vessel  allocation 
system  beginning  with  calendar  year 

1981.  In  the  event  that  such  a  system  is 
instituted,  and,  to  the  extent  that  an 
allocation  formula  could  be  based  on 
performance,  1980  would  be  the  base 
period  for  at  least  a  portion  of  such 
calculations. 

6.  The'  licensing  provisions  of  the  plan 
would  be  continued.  The  reporting 
requirements  would  be  continued  with 
minor  revisions. 

In  addition  to  the  management 
measures  summarized  above  that  are 
related  to  extending  the  plan  through 
1980,  the  Council  has  been  considering 
the  recommendation  of  the  New  England 
Fishery  Management  Council  that  a 
special  regime  be  established  for  the 
surf  clam  fishery  in  New  England.  There 
has  been  much  discussion  since  the  plan 
was  developed  relative  to  the  New 
England  surf  clam  Hshery,  whether  it 
differed  enough  from  the  Mid-Atlantic 
fishery  to  warrant  a  separate  regime, 
and  if  so,  what  form  that  separate 
regime  should  take.  After  much 
consideration,  the  Mid- Atlantic  Council 
has  developed  an  alternative  for  the 
management  of  the  surf  clam  fishery  in 
New  England.  The  alternative  provides 
for  the  establishment  of  a  separate 
management  regime  in  New  England, 
that  is,  the  area  north  of  the  dividing  line 
between  the  Mid-Atlantic  and  New 
England  Fishery  Management  Councils. 
In  the  northern  area  the  moratorium  on 
entry  of  vessels  into  the  surf  clam 
fishery  and  the  enort  and  gear 
restrictions  would  not  be  in  effect.  A 
quota  of  200,000  pounds  of  surf  clams 


would  be  set  for  that  area.  The  New 
England  quota  would  be  in  addition  to 
the  quota  for  approximately  30  million 
pounds  of  surf  clams  set  in  the  amended 
plan  in  the  Mid-Atlantic.  When  half  of 
that  quota  would  be  caught,  the  effort 
restrictions  operating  in  the  Mid- 
Atlantic  area  would  be  imposed.  Any 
harvest  of  surf  clams  from  the  northern 
area  would  not  be  charged  against  the 
Mid-Atlantiq  surf  clam  quota.  Vessels 
entering  the  New  England  fishery  under 
this  special  provision  would  not  be 
entitled  to  fish  in  the  Mid-Atlantic  area 
and  would  not  accrue  any  rights  to  a 
future  direct  allocation  system  that 
might  be  established.  Vessels  with 
permits ‘issued  pursuant  to  the 
moratorium  established  by  the  original 
plan  would  be  permitted  to  fish  in  the 
northern  area,  but  their  landings  would 
be  reported  separate  from  their  Mid- 
Atlantic  landings  and  would  not  count 
toward  any  possible  future  direct 
allocation  system  base  calculation.  The 
Mid-Atlantic  Council  is  interested  in 
receiving  comments  on  this  alternative 
during  the  review  process  on  this 
amendment  so  that  this  issue  may  be 
resolved  when  this  amendment  has  been 
finalized. 

Another  combination  of  management 
measures  has  been  proposed  for 
consideration  during  public  review 
process  for  this  amendment  by  the 
Council's  Surf  Clam  and  Ocean  Quahog 
Advisory  Subpanel.  That  alternative 
would  extend  the  plan  to  the  end  of  1981 
with  annual  and  quarterly  quotas  for 
surf  clams  and  an  annual  quota  for 
ocean  quahogs  identical  to  those  in  the 
Council’s  recommended  alternative. 
Dredge  size  and  number  would  be 
limited  to  that  on  board  and  in  use  as  of 
January  1, 1980.  The  bad  weather  make¬ 
up  day  provisions  are  the  same  in  the 
Subpanel's  alternative  as  those  in  the 
Council's  recommended  alternative, 
except  that  the  make-up  day  would  be 
limited  to  one  twelve  hour  period  per 
week.  The  moratorium  on  entry  of 
vessels  into  the  surf  clam  fishery  would 
also  be  extended. 

The  objectives  of  the  plan  and  the 
management  unit,  all  suif  clams  [Spisula 
solidissima)  and  all  ocean  quahogs 
(Arctica  islandica)  in  the  Atlantic 
fishery  conservation  zone,  would  remain 
unchanged.  Hearings  will  be  tape 
recorded  and  the  tapes  filed  as  an 
official  formal  transcript  of  proceedings. 
Summary  minutes  will  be  prepared  on 
each  hearing.  Written  conunents  should 
be  submitted  to  the  contact  person  listed 
above  by  July  27, 1979,  to  receive  full 
consideration  in  the  plan  amendment 
process. 


Dated:  June  11, 1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Ooc.  7S-18601  Filed  ft-lS-TS;  8:46  un] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

(Marketing  Agreement  146] 

Peanut^  1979  Crop;  Incoming  and 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulations  and 
Indemnification 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
5, 31, 32, 34  and  36  of  the  marketing 
agreement  regulating  the  quality  of 
domestically  produced  peanuts 
heretofore  entmed  into  between  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  various 
handlers  of  peanuts  [30  FR  9402]  and 
upon  recommendation  of  the  Peanut 
Administrative  Committee  established 
pursuant  to  such  agreement  and  other 
information  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
appended  "Incoming  Quality 
Regulation — ^1979  Crop  Peanuts", 
"Outgoing  Quality  Regulation — 1979 
Crop  Peanuts”,  and  the  'Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Indemnification — ^1979 
Crop  Peanuts",  which  modify  or  are  in 
addition  to  the  provisions  of  sections  5, 
31,  32  and  36  of  said  agreement  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  objectives  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  of  such 
agreement  and  should  be  issued. 

The  Peanut  Administrative  Committee 
has  recommended  that  the  appended 
“Incoming  Quality  Regulation — ^1979 
Crop  Peanuts”  “Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation — ^1979  Crop  Peanuts"  and  the 
'Terms  and  conditions  of 
Indeminafication — 1979  Crop  Peanuts", 
be  issued  to  implement  and  effectuate 
the  provisions  of  the  aforementioned 
sections  of  the  marketing  agreement. 

Hie  1979  peanut  crop  year  begins  July  1 
and  procedures  and  regulations  for 
operations  under  the  agreement  should 
be  established  thereby  affording 
handlers  maximum  time  to  plan  their 
operations  accordingly.  The  handlers  of 
peanuts  who  will  be  affected  hereby 
have  signed  the  marketing  agreement 


authorizing  the  issuance  hereof,  they  are 
represented  on  the  Committee  which 
has  prepared  and  recommended  these 
quality  regulations  and  terms  and 
conditions  of  indemniffcation  for 
approval. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  Committee 
recommendation  and  other  available 
information  the  appended  “Incoming 
Quality  Regulation — 1979  Crop 
Peanuts”.  “Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation — 1979  Crop  Peanuts”,  and 
the  'Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Indemnification — ^1979  Crop  Peanuts" 
are  hereby  approved. 

This  regulation  has  not  been 
determined  signficant  under  the 
Department’s  criteria  implementing 
Executive  Order  12044. 

Dated:  June  8. 1979. 

D.  8.  Kuiylosld, 

Acting  Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  ^ 
Division. 

Incoming  Quality  Regulation — ^1979  Crop 
Peanuts 

The  following  modify  section  5  of  the 
peanut  marketing  agreement  and  modify 
or  are  in  addition  to  the  restrictions  of 
section  31  on  handler  receipts  or 
acquisitions  of  1979  crop  peanuts:  ' 

(aj  Modification  of  section  5, 
paragraphs  (b),  (c),  and  (d).  Paragraphs 

(b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  section  5  of  the  peanut 
maiketing  agreement  are  modiffed  as  to 
1979  crop  farmers  stocks  peanuts  to  read 
respectively  as  follows: 

(b)  Segregation  1.  “Segregation  1  peanuts” 
means  farmers  stock  peanuts  with  not  more 
than  2  percent  damaged  kernels  nor  more 
than  1.00  percent  concealed  damage  caused 
by  rancidity,  mold  or  decay  and  which  are 
bee  from  visible  Aspergillus  flavus, 

(c)  Segregation  2.  “S^egation  2  peanuts’* 
means  farmers  stock  pecmuts  with  more  than 
2  percent  damaged  kernels  or  more  than  1.00 
percent  concealed  damage  caused  by 
rancidity,  mold  or  decay  and  which  are  free 
from  visible  Aspergillus  flavus. 

(d)  Segregation  3.  “Segregation  3  peanuts’* 
means  farmers  stocks  peanuts  with  visible 
Aspergillus  flavus. 

(b)  Moisture.  Except  as  provided 
under  paragraph  (e)  Seed  peanuts,  no 
handler  shall  receive  or  acquire  peanuts 
containing  more  than  10  percent 
moistiure:  Provided,  ’That  peanuts  of  a 
higher  moisture  content  may  be  received 
and  dried  to  not  more  than  10  percent 
moisture  prior  to  storing  or  milling.  On 
farmers  stock,  such  moisture 
determinations  shall  be  rotmded  to  the 
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nearest  whole  number;  on  shelled 
peanuts,  the  determinations  shall  be 
carried  to  the  hundredths  place  and 
shall  not  be  rounded  to  the  nearest 
whole  number. 

(c)  Damage.  For  the  purpose  of 
determining  damage,  other  than 
concealed  damage,  on  farmers  stock 
peanuts,  all  percentage  determinations 
shall  be  rounded  to  the  nearest  whole 
number. 

(d)  Loose  shelled  kernels.  Handlers 
may  separate  from  the  loose  shelled 
kernels  received  with  farmers  stock 
peanuts,  those  sizes  of  kernels  which 
ride  screens  with  the  following  slot 
openings:  Runner— *%4  x  %  inch; 
Spanish  and  Valencia — x  %  inch; 
Virginia — *%4  x  1  inch.  If  so  separated 
those  loose  shelled  kernels  which  do  not 
ride  such  screens,  shall  be  removed  from 
the  farmers  stock  peanuts  and  shall  be 
held  separate  and  apart  from  other 
peanuts  and  disposed  of  for  inedible  use 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (g)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation.  If  the 
kernels  which  ride  the  prescribed  screen 
are  not  separated,  the  entire  amoimt  of 
loose  shelled  kernels  shall  be  removed 
frnm  farmers  stock  peanuts  and  shall  be 
so  held  and  so  delivered  or  disposed  of. 
'The  loose  shelled  kernels  which  ride  the 
screens  may  be  included  with  shelled 
peanuts  prepared  by  the  handler  for 
inspection  and  sale  for  human 
consumption.  For  the  piupose  of  this 
regulation,  the  term  “loose  shelled 
kernels"  means  peanut  kernels  or 
portions  of  kernels  completely  free  of 
their  hulls  and  found  in  deliveries  of 
farmers  stock  peanuts. 

(e)  Seed  peanuts.  A  handler  may 
acquire  and  deliver  for  seed  purposes 
farmers  stock  peanuts  which  meet  the 
requirements  of  Segregation  1  peanuts.  If 
the  seed  peanuts  are  produced  under  the 
auspices  of  a  State  agency  which 
regulates  or  controls  the  production  of 
seed  peanuts,  they  may  contain  up  to  3 
percent  damaged  kernels  and  have 
visible  Aspergillus  flavus,  and,  in 
addition,  the  following  moisture  content, 
as  applicable: 

(1)  for  seed  peanuts  produced  in  the 
Southeastern  and  Virginia-Carolina 
areas,  they  may  contain  up  to  11  percent 
moisture  except  Virginia  type  peanuts 
which  are  not  stacked  at  harvest  time 
may  contain  up  to  12  percent  moisture; 
and  (2)  for  seed  peanuts  produced  in  the 
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Southwestern  area,  they  may  contain  up 
to  10  percent  moisture. 

However,  any  such  seed  peanuts  with 
visible  Aspergillus  flavus  shall  be  stored 
and  shelled  separate  from  other  peanuts, 
and  any  residual  not  used  for  seed  shall 
not  be  used  or  disposed  of  for  human 
consumption  unless  it  is  determined  to 
be  wholesome  by  chemical  assay  for 
aflatoxin.  A  handler  whose  operations 
may  include  custom  seed  shelling,  may 
receive,  custom  shell,  and  deliver  for 
seed  purposes  farmers  stock  peanuts 
and  such  peanuts  shall  be  exempt  fronv 
the  Incoming  Quality  Regulation 
requirements  and  therefore  shall  not  be 
required  to  be  inspected  and  certified  as 
meeting  the  Incoming  Quality  Regulation 
requirements  and  the  handler  shall 
report  to  the  Committee  as  requested  the 
weight  of  each  lot  of  farmers  stock 
peanuts  received  on  such  basis  on  a 
form  furnished  by  the  Committee. 
However,  handlers  who  acquire  seed 
peanut  residuals  from  their  custom 
shelling  of  uninspected  (farmers  stock) 
seed  peanuts,  or  from  another  shelter  or 
producer  who  has  or  has  not  signed  the 
marketing  agreement  shall  hold  and/or 
mill  such  residuals  separate  and  apart 
from  other  receipts  or  acquisitions  of  the 
handler  and  such  residuals  which  meet 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation 
requirements  may  be  disposed  of  by 
sale  to  human  consumption  outlets  and 
any  portion  not  meeting  such 
requirements  shall  be  disposed  of  by 
sale  as  peanuts  failing  to  meet  human 
consumption  requirements  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (i)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation. 

(f)  Oilstock.  Handlers  may  acquire  for 
disposition  to  domestic  crushing  or 
export,  to  countries  other  than  Canada 
and  Mexico,  farmers  stock  peanuts  of  a 
lower  quality  than  Segregation  1  or 
grades  or  sizes  of  shelled  peanuts  or 
cleaned  inshell  peanuts  which  fail  to' 
meet  the  requirements  for  human 
consumption.  The  provision  of  section 
31  of  the  marketing  agreement 
restricting  acquisitions  of  such  peanuts 
to  handlers  who  are  crushers  is  hereby 
modified  to  authorize  all  handlers  to  act 
as  accumulators  and  acquire,  finm  other 
handlers  or  non-handlers.  Segregation  2 
or  3  farmers  stock  peanuts.  Handlers 
may  also  acquire  from  other  handlers 
shelled  or  fragmented  peanuts 
originating  from  Segregation  2  or  3 
farmers  stock,  or  the  entire  mill 
production  of  shelled  or  fragmented 
peanuts  from  Segregation  1  farmers 
stock,  or  lots  of  shelled  peanuts, 
originating  from  Segregation  1  peanuts 
and  which  have  been  positive  lot 
identified  as  specified  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  the  Outgoing  Quality  Regulation, 


which  failed  to  meet  the  requirements 
for  human  consumption  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation:  Provided,  That  all  such 
acquisitions  are  held  separate  from 
Segregation  1  peanuts  acquired  for 
milling  or  fit)m  edible  grades  of  shelled 
-or  milled  peanuts.  Handlers  may 
commingle  the  Segregation  2  and  3 
peanuts  or  keep  them  separate  and 
apart  as  provided  in  paragraph  (j)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation.  Further 
disposition  or  commingling  of  3uch 
peanuts  shall  be  only  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (1)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation.  Handlers  who  acquire 
farmers  stock  peanuts  of  a  lower  quality 
than  Segregation  1  or  grades  or  sizes  of 
shelled  peanuts  or  cleaned  inshell 
peanuts  which  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  human  consumption 
shall  report  such  acquisitions  as 
prescribed  by  the  Committee.  To  be 
eligible  to  receive  or  acquire  Segregation 
2  or  3  farmers  stock  peanuts  and  shelled 
or  “fragmented"  peanuts  originating 
therefrom,  a  handler  shall  pay  to  the 
Area  Association  a  fee  for  the  purpose 
of  covering  cost  of  supervision  of  the 
disposition  of  such  peanuts. 

(g)  Segregation  2  and  3  control.  To 
assure  the  removal  from  edible  outlets 
of  any  lot  of  peanuts  determined  by 
Federal  or  F^eral-State  Inspection 
Service  to  be  Segregation  2  or 
Segregation  3,  each  handler  shall  inform 
each  employee,  country  buyer, 
commission  buyer  or  like  person  through 
whom  he  receives  peanuts,  of  the  need 
to  receive  and  withhold  all  lots  of 
Segregation  2  and  Segregation  3  peanuts 
from  milling  for  edible  use.  If  any  lot  of 
Segregation  2  or  Segregation  3  farmers 
stock  peanuts  is  not  withheld  but 
returned  to  the  producer,  the  handler 
shall  cause  the  Inspection  Service  to 
forward  immediately  a  copy  of  the 
inspection  certificate  on  the  lot  to  the 
designated  office  of  the  handler  and  a 
copy  to  the  Conunittee  which  shall  be 
used  only  for  information  purposes. 

(h)  Farmers  Stock  Storage  and 
Handling  Facilities.  Handlers  shall 
report  to  the  Committee,  on  a  form 
furnished  by  the  Committee,  all  storage 
facilities  or  contract  storage  facilities 
which  they  will  use  to  store  acquisitions 
of  1979  crop  Segregation  1  farmers  stock 
peanuts  and  all  such  storage  facilities 
must  be  reported  prior  to  storing  of  any 
such  handler  acquisitions.  Handlers 
shall  also  report  to  the  Committee,  the 
locations  at  which  they  wilf  receive  or 
acquire  1979  crop  farmers  stock  peanuts. 
All  such  storage  facilities  shall  have 
reasonable  and  safe  access  to  allow  for 
inspection  of  the  facility  and  its 
contents.  All  such  storage  facilities  must 


be  of  sound  construction,  in  good  repair, 
built  and  equipped  so  as  to  provide 
suitable  storage  and  sufficient 
safeguards  to  prevent  moisture 
condensation  and  provide  adequate 
protection  for  farmers  stock  peanuts.  All 
breaks  or  openings  in  the  walls,  floors  or 
roofs  of  the  facilities  shall  have  been 
repaired  so  as  to  keep  out  moisture. 
Elevator  pits  and  wells  must  be  kept  dry 
and  free  of  moisture  at  all  times.  Insect 
control  procedures  must  be  carried  out 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  prevent 
undesirable  moisture  in  the  storage 
facilities.  Any  conditions  in  warehouses, 
elevators,  pits,  and  other  farmers  stock 
handling  equipment  conducive  to  the 
growth  or  spread  of  Aspergillus  flavus 
mold  shall  be  corrected  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Committee.  The 
Committee  may  make  periodic 
inspections  of  farmers  stock  storage  £md 
handling  facilities  and  farmers  stock 
peanuts  stored  in  such  facilities  to 
determine  if  handlers  are  adhering  to 
these  requirements. 

(i)  Shelled  peanuts.  Handlers  may 
acquire  from  other  handlers,  for 
remilling  and  subsequent  disposition  to 
human  consumption  outlets,  shelled 
peanuts  (which  originated  from 
“Segregation  1  peanuts”)  that  fail  to 
meet  the  requirements  specified  for 
human  consumption  in  paragraph  (a)'  of 
the  Outgoing  Quality  Regulation.  Any 
lot  of  such  peanuts  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  valid  inspection 
certificate  for  grad^factors,  an  aflatoxin 
assay  certificate  and  must  be  positive 
lot  identified.  Transactions  made  in  this 
manner  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Committee  by  both  the  buyer  and  seller 
on  a  form  provided  by  the  Committee. 
Peanuts  acquired  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  shall  be  held  and  milled 
separate  and  apart  from  other  receipts 
or  acquisitions  of  the  receiving  handler 
and  further  disposition  shall  be 
regulated  by  paragraph  (h)(1)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation. 

Outgoing  Quality  Reg^ation— 1979  Crop 
Peanuts  ^ 

The  following  modify  or  are  in . 
addition  to  the  peanut  marketing 
agreement  restrictions  of  section  32  on 
handler  disposition  of  1979  crop 
peanuts: 

(a)  Shelled  peanuts.  No  handler  shall 
ship  or  otherwise  dispose  of  shelled 
peanuts  for  human  consumption  unless 
appropriate  samples  for  pretesting  have 
been  ^awn  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  regulation,  or  which 
if  of  a  category  not  eligible  for 
indemnification  are  not  certified 
“negative”  as  to  aflatoxin,  or  which 
contain  more  than  (1)  a  total  of  1.50 
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percent  unshelled  peanuts  and  damaged 
kernels;  (2)  a  total  of  3.00  percent 
unshelled  peanuts' and  damaged  kernels 
and  minor  defects;  (3)  9.00  percent 
moisture  in  the  Southeastern  and 
Southwestern  areas;  or  10.00  percent 
moisture  in  the  Virginia-Carolina  area; 
or  (4)  0.10  percent  foreign  material  in 
peanuts  “with  splits”  and  peanuts  of 
U.S.  grade,  other  than  U.S.  splits,  or  0.20 
percent  foreign  material  in  U.S.  splits 
and  other  edible  quality  peanuts  not  of 
U.S.  grade.  The  lot  size  of  such  peanuts 
in  bulk  or  bags  shall  not  exceed  200,000 
pounds.  Fall  through  in  such  peanuts 


shall  not  exceed  4  percent  except  that  in 
peanuts  other  than  “No.  Two  Virginia" 
fall  through  consisting  of  either  split  and 
broken  kernels  or  whole  kernels  shall 
not  exceed  3  percent  and  fall  through  of 
whole  kernels  in  Runners  or  Virginias 
“with  splits”  shall  not  exceed  3  percent 
or  2  percent  on  Spanish  “with  splits”. 
The  term  through”  as  used  herein,  shall 
mean  sound  spUt  and  broken  kernels 
and  whole  kernels  which  pass  through 
specified  screens.  Screens  used  for 
determining  fall  through  in  peanuts 
covered  by  this  paragraph  (a)  shall  be  as 
follow: 


Type 

; 

Scf#6n  op6fiinQi 

SpM  and  broken  Whole  kernel* 

kernel* 

Runner* . . . 

. . . . . .  '%«  inch  round  'Ik,  x  K  Inch  Not 

WgMa  "Nn  9  WgMa” 

••No.  2  . ' . 

nete. 

(“No.  Two  Virginia”  means  Virginia 
type  peanuts  that  meet  requirements  of 
U.S.  No.  2  Virginia  grade  peanuts  except 
for  tolerances  for.  (1)  damage  or 
imshelled  peanuts  and  minor  defects; 
and  (2)  sound  peanuts  and  portions  of 
peanuts  which  pass  through  the 
prescribed  screen.  Such  tolerances  shall 
be  the  same  as  those  listed  heretofore  in 
this  paragraph.' Runners,  Spanish  or 
Virginia  “with  splits”  means  shelled 
peanuts  which  do  not  contain  more  than 

(a)  15  percent  splits,  (b)  for  Spanish  2.00 
percent  whole  kernels  which  will  pass 
through  X  %  slot  screen;  for 
Runners  3.00  percent  whole  kernels 
which  will  pass  through  ^%4  x  %  inch 
slot  screen;  and  for  Virginias  3.00 
percent  whole  kernels  which  will  pass 
through  X 1  inch  slot  screen,  and  (c) 
otherwise  meet  specification  of  U.S.  No. 
1  grade). 

(b)  Cleaned  inshell  peanuts.  No  • 
hanger  shall  ship  or  otherwise  dispose 
of  cleaned  inshell  peanuts  for  human 
consumption:  (1)  with  more  than  1.00 
percent  kernels  with  mold  present 
unless  a  sample  of  such  peanuts,  drawn 
by  an  inspector  of  the  Federal  or 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service,  was 
analyzed  chemically  by  laboratories 
approved  by  the  Committee  or  by  a  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  laboratory 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  “USDA 
laboratory”)  and  found  to  be  wholesome 
relative  to  aflatoxin;  (2)  with  more  than 
2.00  percent  peanuts  with  damaged 


kernels;  (3)  with  more  than  10.00  percent 
moisture:  or  (4)  with  more  than  0.50 
percent  foreign  material.  The  lot  size  of 
such  peanuts  in  bags  or  bulk  shall  not 
exceed  200,000  pounds. 

(c)  Pretesting  shelled  peanuts.  Each 
hanger  shall  cause  appropriate  samples 
of  each  lot  of  edible  quality  shelled 
peanuts  to  be  drawn  by  an  inspector  of 
the  Federal  or  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service.  The  gross  amount  of  peanuts 
drawn  shall  ^  large  enough  to  provide 
for  a  grade  analysis,  for  a  grading  check- 
sample,  and  for  three  48-pound  samples 
for  aflatoxin  assay.  The  three  48-pound 
samples  shall  be  designated  by  the 
Federal  or  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  as  “Sample  No.  1”,  “Sample  No. 
2"  and  “Sample  No.  3”  and  each  sample 
shall  be  place  in  a  suitable  container 
and  “positive  lot  identified”  by  means 
acceptable  to  the  Inspection  Service  and 
the  Committee.  Sample  No.  1  may  be 
prepared  for  immediate  testing  or 
Sample  No.  1,  Sample  No.  2,  and  Sample 
No.  3  may  be  returned  to  the  handler  for 
testing  at  a  later  date.  However,  before 
shipment  of  the  lot  to  the  buyer 
(receiver),  the  handler  shall  cause 
Sample  No.  1  to  be  ground  by  the 
Federal  or  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  or  a  USDA  or  designated 
laboratory  in  a  “subsampling  mill” 
approved  by  the  Committee. 

The  resultant  ground  subsample  from 
Sample  No.  1  shall  be  of  a  size  specified 
by  the  Committee  and  be  designated  as 


“Subsample  1-AB”  and  at  the  handler’s 
or  buyer’s  option,  a  second  subsample 
may  ^so  be  extracted  from  Sample  No. 

1.  It  shall  be  designated  as  “Subsample 
1-CD”.  Subsample  1-CD  may  be  sent  as 
requested  by  the  handler  or  buyer,  for 
aflatoxin  assay,  to  a  laborator  listed  on 
the  most  recent  Committee  list  of 
approved  laboratories  that  can  provide 
analyses  results  on  such  samples  in  36 
hours.  Subsample  1-AB  shall  be 
analyzed  only  in  USDA  or  designated 
laboratories.  But  Subsamples  1 — ^AB  and 

1- CD  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  notice 
of  sampling  signed  by  the  inspector 
containing,  at  least  identifying 
information  as  to  the  handler  (shipper), 
the  buyer  (receiver)  if  known,  and  the 
positive  lot  identification  of  the  shelled 
peanuts.  A  copy  of  such  notice  covering 
each  lot  shall  be  sent  to  the  Committee 
office. 

'The  samples  designated  as  Sample 
No.  2  and  Sample  No.  3' shall  be  held  as 
aflation  check-samples  by  the 
Inspection  Service  or  the  handler  and 
shall  not  be  included  in  the  shipment  to 
the  buyer  until  the  analyses  results  frY)m 
Sample  No.  1  are  known.  Upon  call  from 
the  USDA  or  designated  laboratory  or 
the  Committee,  the  handler  shall  cause 
Sample  No.  2  to  be  ground  by  the 
Inspection  Service  in  a  “subsampling 
mill”.  The  resultant  ground  Subsample 
from  Sample  No.  2  shall  be  of  the  size 
specified  by  the  Committee  and  it  shall 
be  designated  as  “Subsample  2-AB”. 
Upon  call  frnm  the  USDA  or  designated 
laboratory  or  the  Committee,  the 
handler  shall  cause  Sample  No.  3  to  be 
ground  by  the  Inspection  Service  in  a 
“subsampling  mill”.  ’The  resultant 
ground  subsample  from  Sample  No.  3 
shall  be  of  the  size  specified  by  the 
Committee  and  it  shall  be  designated  as 
“Subsample  3-AB’’.  Subsamples  2-AB 
and  3-AB  shall  be  analyzed  only  in 
USDA  or  designated  laboratories  and 
each  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  notice 
of  sampling.  A  copy  of  each  such  notice 
shall  be  sent  to  the  Committee  office 
and  the  cost  of  delivery  of  Subsamples 

2- AB  and  3-AB  to  the  laboratory  and 
the  cost  of  assay  on  them  shall  be  at  the 
Committee’s  expense. 

All  cost  involved  in  sampling  and 
testing  Subsample  1-CD  shall  be  for  the 
account  of  the  buyer  of  the  lot  and  at  his 
expense.  'The  cost  of  assay  on 
Subsample  1-AB  and  a  portion  of  the 
cost  (specified  by  the  Committee)  of 
drawing  the  three  48-pound  samples, 
grinding  of  Sample  No.  1  and 
preparation  and  delivery  of  Subsample 
1-AB  to  the  laboratory  shall  be  for  the 
account  of  the  buyer.  However,  if  the 
handler  elects  to  pay  for  these  costs,  he 
shall  charge  the  buyer  the  amount 
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specified  by  the  Committee  when  he 
invoices  the  peanuts  and.  if  more  than 
one  buyer,  on  a  pro  rata  basis.  Any 
remaining  costs  of  drawing  the  three  48- 
pound  samples,  grinding  of  Sample  No.  1 
and  preparation  and  delivery  of 
Subsample  1-AB  shall  be  for  the 
account  of  the  handler  and  shall  be 
shown  on  the  grade  analysis  certificate 
covering  the  lot.  When  any  of  the 
samples  or  subsamples  have  been  lost, 
misplace,  or  spoiled  and  replacement 
samples  are  needed,  the  entire  cost  of 
drawing  the  replacement  samples  shall 
be  for  the  account  of  the  handler.  The 
results  of  each  assay  shall  be  reported 
to  the  buyer  listed  on  the  notice  of 
sampling  and,  if  the  handler  desires,  to 
the  handler.  If  a  buyer  is  not  listed  on 
the  notice  of  sampling,  the  results  of  the 
assay  shall  be  reported  to  the  handler 
who  shall  promptly  cause  notice  to  be 
given  to  the  buyer,  of  the  contents 
thereof,  and  such  handler  shall  not  be 
required  to  furnish  additional  samples 
for  assay. 

(d)  Identification,  Each  lot  of  shelled 
or  cleaned  inshell  peanuts  shipped  or 
otherwise  disposed  of  for  human 
consumption  shall  be  identified  by 
positive  lot  identification  procedures. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  regulation, 
“positive  lot  identification”  of  a  lot  of 
shelled  or  inshell  peanuts  is  a  means  of 
relating  the  inspection  certificate  to  the 
lot  covered  so  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  peanuts  delivered  are  the 
same  ones  described  on  the  inspection 
certificate.  The  crop  year  that  is  shown 
on  the  positive  lot  identification  tags,  or 
other  means  of  positive  lot 
identification,  shall  accurately  describe 
the  crop  year  in  which  the  peanuts  in  the 
lot  were  produced.  Such  procedure  on 
bagged  peanuts  shall  consist  of 
attaching  a  lot  numbered  tag  bearing  the 
official  stamp  of  the  Federal  or  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  to  each  filled 
bag  ill  the  lot.  The  tag  shall  be  sewed 
(machine  sewed  if  shelled  peanuts)  into 
the  closure  of  the  bag  except  that  in 
plastic  bags  the  tag  shall  be  inserted 
prior  to  sealing  so  that  the  official  stamp 
is  visible.  Any  peanuts  moved  in  bulk  or 
bulk  bins  shall  have  their  lot  identity 
maintained  by  sealing  the  conveyance 
and  if  in  other  containers  by  other 
means  acceptable  to  the  Federal  or 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service  and  to 
the  Committee.  All  lots  of  shelled  or 
cleaned  inshell  peanuts  shall  be 
handled,  stored,  and  shipped  under 
positive  lot  identification  procedures. 

(e)  Reinspection.  Whenever  the 
Committee  has  reason  to  believe  that 
peanuts  may  have  been  damaged  or 
deteriorated  while  in  storage,  the 
Committee  may  reject  the  then  effective 


inspection  certificate  and  may  require 
the  owner  of  the  peanuts  to  have  a 
reinspection  to  establish  whether  or  not 
such  peanuts  may  be  disposed  of  for 
human  consumption. 

(f)  Inter-plant  transfer.  Any  handler 
may  transfer  peanuts  from  one  plant 
owned  by  him  to  another  of  his  plants  or 
to  commercial  storage,  without  having 
such  peanuts  positive  lot  identified  and 
certified  as  meeting  quality 
requirements,  but  such  transfer  shall  be 
only  to  points  within  the  same 
production  area  and  ownership  shall 
have  been  retained  by  the  handler. 

Upon  any  transferred  peanuts  being 
disposed  of  for  human  consumption, 
they  shall  meet  all  the  requirements 
applicable  to  such  peanuts. 

(g)  Loose  shelled  kernels,  fall  through 
and  pickouts.  (1)  Loose  shelled  kernels 
which  do  not  ride  screens  with  the 
following  slot  openings:  Runner — *%4  x 
%  inch;  Spanish  and  Valencia — x 

inch;  Virginia — *%4  x  1  inch;  and  fall 
through  and  pickouts  shall  be  disposed 
of  only  by  sale  as  domestic  oil  stock,  by 
crushing,  or  as  specified  in  paragraph 
(g)(3)  hereinafter.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
regulation:  the  term  “non-edible  quality 
peanuts”  described  in  this  paragraph 
means  loose  shelled  kernels,  fall 
through,  and  pickouts;  the  term  “loose 
shelled  kernels”  means  peanut  kernels 
or  portions  of  kernels  completely  free  of 
their  hulls,  either  as  found  in  deliveries 
of  fanners  stock  peanuts  or  those  'which 
fail  to  ride  the  screens  (U.S.  No.  1 
screens)  in  removing  whole  kernels;  the 
term  “fall  through”  has  the  same 
meaning  as  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
regulation;  and  the  term  “pickouts” 
means  those  peanuts  removed  at  the 
picking  table,  by  electronic  equipment, 
or  otherwise  during  the  milling  process. 

(2)  All  loose  shelled  kernels,  fall 
through,  and  pickouts  shall  be  kept 
separate  and  apart  from  other  milled 
peanuts  that  are  to  be  shipped  into 
edible  channels.  Such  categories  may  be 
kept  separate  or  be  commingled  in  the 
same  lot  and  shall  be  bagged  in  suitable 
new  or  clean,  used  bags  or  placed  in 
bulk  containers  acceptable  to  the 
Committee.  Such  peanuts  shall  be 
identified  by  positive  lot  identification 
procedures  set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  but 
using  a  red  tag,  and'such  peanuts  shall 
be  inspected  by  the  Federal  or  Federal- ' 
State  Inspection  Service  and  a 
certification  made  on  each  lot  as  to 
moisture  and  foreign  material  content. 
Such  lot  sixe,  whe^er  in  bags  or  bulk.  ■ 
shall  not  exceed  200,000  pounds. 

(3)  In  addition  to  disposition  outlets 
specified  in  paragraph  (g)(1),  fall  through 
that  has  been  sampled  and  determined 
negative  as  to  aflatoxin  content  may  be 


disposed  of  for  use  as  wild-life  feed  or 
bait  for  rodents  in  labeled  containers 
approved  by  the  Committee.  Each 
category  of  non-edible  quality  peanuts 
described  in  paragraph  (g)(1)  and 
identified  as  prescribed  in  paragraph 
(g)(2)  may  be  exported  in  bulk  or  bags  to 
coimtries  other  Aan  Mexico  or  Canada 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  prescribed  for 
such  disposition  in  paragraph  (1)(1)  or 
(1)(2)  of  this  regulation  or  they  may  be 
moved  to  ano&er  handler  for  such 
disposition.  Such  peanuts  may  be 
disposed  of  to  domestic  crushing  as 
“unrestricted”  if  they  are  certified 
negative  as  to  aflatoxin  content  and 
may  be  commingled  at  the  crusher  with 
any  other  category  of  peanuts 
determined  by  paragraph  (1)(1)  of  this 
regulation  to  be  eligible  for  such 
“uiu-estricted”  crushing.  Non-edible 
quality  peanuts  described  in  paragraph 
(g)(1)  which  have  not  been  certified 
negative  as  to  aflatoxin  are  not  eligible 
for  “unrestricted”  crushing  but  may  be 
disposed  of  to  domestic  crushing  as 
“restricted”  and  may  be  commingled  at 
the  crusher  with  any  other  category  of 
peanuts  described  in  paragraph  (1)(2). 
Such  non-edible  quality  peanuts  may  be 
disposed  of  to  domestic  crushing  or 
export  without  supervision  by  the  Area 
Association  if  they  are  held  separate 
and  apart  from  peanuts  on  which 
supervision  is  required.  However,  if  non¬ 
edible  quality  peanuts  described  in 
paragraph  (g)(1)  are  exported  or  crushed 
in  commingle  whith  peanuts  on  which 
supervision  is  required,  the  handler  shall 
cause  the  Area  Association  to  supervise 
the  commingling  and  fragmenting  for 
disposition  to  export  and  the 
commingling  and  domestic  crushing  on 
all  categories  of  peanuts  included  in 
such  commingling.  All  movement  and 
disposition  of  such  inedible  quality 
peanuts  shall  be  reported  by  the  handler 
as  prescribed  by  the  Committee. 

Meal  produced  from  peanuts  which 
were  disposed  of  to  crushing  as 
“restricted”  shall  be  used  or  disposed  of 
as  fertilizer  or  other  non-feed  use.  To 
prevent  use  of  restricted  meal  for  feed, 
handlers  shall  either  denature  it  or 
restrict  its  sale  to  licensed  or  registered 
U.S.  fertilizer  manufacturers  or  firms 
engaged  in  exporting  who  will  export 
such  meal  for  non-feed  use  or  sell  it  to 
the  aforesaid  fertilizer  manufacturers. 
However,  loose  shelled  kernels,  fall 
through  and  pickouts  and  meal  from 
such  peanuts,  in  spedficaily  identified 
lots  not  exceeding  200,000  pounds  may 
be  sampled  by  F^eral  or  Federal-State 
Inspection  Service  or  by  the  Area 
Association  if  authorial  by  the 
C(»nmittee,  and  tested  for  aflatoxin  by 
laboratories  approved  by  the  Committee 
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or  by  a  USDA  laboratory,  at  handler’s  or 
crusher’s  expense,  and  if  such  meet 
Committee  standards,  the  meals  may  be 
disposed  of  for  feed  use. 

(4)  Notwithstanding  any  other 
provisions  of  this  regulation  or  of  the 
Incoming  Quality  Regulation  applicable 
to  1979  crop  peanuts,  a  handler  may 
transfer  non-edible  quality  peanuts 
described  in  paragraph  (g)(1)  to  another 
plant  within  his  own  organization  or 
transfer  or  sell  such  peanuts  to  a  crusher 
for  crushing.  Sales  or  transfer  of 
restricted  peanuts  to  domestic  crushers 
who  are  not  handlers  under  the 
agreement  shall  be  made  only  on  the 
condition  that  they  agree  to  comply  with 
the  terms  of  this  paragraph  (g)  and  all 
other  applicable  requirements  of  this 
regulation,  including  the  reporting 
requirements. 

(h)  Peanuts  failing  quality 
requirements. 

(1)  Handlers  may  sell  to  or  contract 
with  other  handlers,  for  further  handling, 
shelled  peanuts  (which  originated  from 
Segregation  1  peanuts)  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  for  disposition  to 
human  consumption  outlets  heretofore 
specifred  in  paragraph  (a).  Lots  of 
peanuts  disposed  of  in  this  manner  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  valid  grade 
inspection  certificate,  an  aflatoxin  assay 
certificate  and  must  be  positive  lot 
identified.  Transactions  made  in  this 
manner  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Committee  by  both  the  seller  and  buyer 
on  a  form  provided  by  the  Committee. 
Any  such  peanuts  acquired  by  handlers 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (i)  of  the 
Incoming  Quality  Regulation  shall  be 
held  and  milled  separate  and  apart  from 
other  receipts  or  acquisitions  of  the  ^ 
receiving  handler  and  further  disposition 
shall  be  regulated  by  the  requirements 
specified  heretofore  or  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (h)(3)  hereinafter. 

(2)  Handlers  may  blanch  or  cause  to 
have  blanched  positive  identified 
shelled  peanuts  (which  originated  from 
Segregation  1  peanuts)  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
regulation  because  of  excessive  damage, 
minor  defects,  moisture,  or  foreign 
material  or  are  positive  as  to  aflatoxin. 
Handlers  who  move  such  peanuts  to  a 
blancher  shall  report,  to  the  Committee 
on  a  form  furnished  by  the  Committee, 
movement  of  each  such  lot  and  the  title 
shall  be  retained  by  the  handler  until  the 
peanuts  are  blanched  and  certified  by 
an  inspector  of  the  Federal  or  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  disposal  into  human 
consumption  outlets.  To  be  eligible  for 
disposal  into  human  consumption 
oudets,  such  peanuts  after  blanching, 
must  meet  specifications  for  unshelled 


peanuts,  damaged  kernels,  minor 
defects,  moisture,  and  foreign  material 
as  listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
regulation  and  be  accompanied  by  an 
aflatoxin  certificate  determined  to  be 
negative  by  the  Committee.  Blanching 
under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
shall  be  performed  only  by  diose  firms 
who  agree  to  procedures  acceptable  to 
the  Committee  and  who  are  approved 
by  the  Committee  to  do  such  blanching. 

(3)  Handlers  may  dispose  of  positive 
identified  shelled  peanuts  (which 
originated  from  "^gregation  1 
peanuts")  which  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation;  (a)  to 
domestic  crushing,  (b)  to  export  to 
countries  other  than  Canada  and 
Mexico,  provided  they  meet  fragmented 
requirements,  (c)  to  crushers  who  are 
not  handlers  but  are  approved  by  the 
Committee,  or  (d)  to  other  handlers  for 
crushing  or  fragmenting  and  exportation. 
Each  lot  of  such  peanuts  shall  have  been 
positive  lot  lot  identified  as  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (d).  Handlers  may  dispose 
of  such  peanuts  as  ‘‘unrestricted’’: 
Provided,  That  each  lot  has  been 
sampled  and  assayed  for  aflatoxin  as 
specified  in  paragraph  (c)  and 
determined  to  be  negative  as  to 
aflatoxin  by  the  Committee.  Handlers 
who  have  acquired  any  such 
unrestricted  peanuts  from  another 
handler  or  from  their  own  operations 
may  commingle  such  peanuts  with  those 
from  their  own  operations  at  the 
crusher,  or  during  the  fragmenting 
operation  or  after  fragmenting  for 
further  disposition  as  “uiuostricted’’ 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(1)(1)  of  this  regulation.  Lots  of  peanuts 
covered  by  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  (h)(3),  which  have  not  been 
assayed  for  aflatoxin  content  or  which 
have  been  assayed  and  determined  to 
be  unwholesome  as  to  aflatoxin  by  the 
Committee,  are  not  eligible  for 
disposition  as  ‘‘unrestricted’’.  Therefore, 
the  disposition  of  such  peanuts  to  export 
or  domestic  crushing  shall  be  as 
‘‘restricted’’.  However,  handlers  who 
have  acquired  such  restricted  peanuts 
from  another  handler  may  commingle 
such  peanuts  with  those  from  his  own 
operations  at  the  crusher,  or  during  the 
fragmenting  operation,  or  after 
fragmenting  for  further  disposition  as 
restricted  piu^uant  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (1)(2).  Peanuts  regulated  by 
this  paragraph  (h)(3)  may  be  disposed  of 
to  domestic  crushing  or  export  without 
supervision  by  the  Area  Association  if 
they  are  held  separate  and  apart  from 
peanuts  on  whi^  supervision  is 
required.  However,  if  any  such  peanuts 
are  commingled  with  peanuts  on  which 


supervision  is  required,  the  handler  shall 
cause  the  Area  Association  to  supervise 
the  commingling  and  fragmenting  for 
disposition  to  export  and  the 
commingling  and  domestic  crushing  on 
all  categories  of  peanuts  included  in 
such  commingling.  All  movement  and 
disposition  of  peanuts  covered  by  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be 
reported  by  the  handler  as  prescribed  by 
the  Committee. 

(4)  Handlers  may  contract  with  PAC 
approved  remillers  for  remilling  shelled 
peanuts  (which  originated  from 
Segregation  1  peanuts)  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  for  disposition  to 
human  consumption  outlets  heretofore 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation.  Lots  of 
peanuts  moved  under  these  provisions 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  valid  grade 
inspection  certificate  and  an  aflatoxin 
assay  certificate  and  must  be  positive 
lot  identified.  Handlers  who  move  such 
peanuts  to  an  approved  remiller  shall 
report  to  the  Committee,  on  a  form 
furnished  by  the  Committee,  the  > 
movement  of  each  such  lot.  The  title  of 
such  peanuts  shall  be  retained  by  the 
handler  until  the  peanuts  have  been 
remilled  and  certified  by  the  Federal  or 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service  as 
meeting  the  requirements  for  disposition 
to  human  consumption  outlets  specified 
in  paragraph  (a),  and  be  accompanied 
by  an  aflatoxin  certificate  determined  to 
be  negative  by  the  Committee.  Remilling 
under  these  provisions  may  include 
composite  remilling  of  more  than  one 
such  lot  of  peanuts  owned  by  the  same 
handler.  However,  such  peanuts  owned 
by  one  handler  shall  be  held  and 
remilled  separate  and  apart  from  all 
other  peanuts.  The  residual  peanuts 
resulting  from  remilling  under  these 
provisions  shall  be  bagged  and  red- 
tagged  and  disposed  of  to  domestic 
crushing  by  the  approved  remiller  or 
they  may  be  returned  to  the  handler  for 
disposition  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (g)(3)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation.  Remilling  under  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be 
performed  only  by  those  firms  who 
agree  to  procedures  acceptable  to  the 
Committee  and  who  are  approved  by 
the  Committee  to  do  such  remilling. 

(i)  Residuals  from  seed  peanuts. 
Handlers  who  receive  and  custom  shell 
for  seed  purposes  farmers  stock  peanuts 
(which  have  not  been  inspected  and 
certified  as  meeting  the  Incoming 
Quality  Regulation)  shall  hold  and  mill 
peanuts  acquired  as  residuals  from  such 
operations  separate  and  apart  from 
peanuts  acquired  as  Segregation  1 
farmers  stodc.  Likewise,  any  such 
residuals  received  or  acquired  from  a 
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handler  or  non-handler,  shall  be  held 
and  milled  separate  and  apart  in  the 
same  manner.  Residuals  that  meet 
requirements  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation  may  be  disposed  of  by  sale 
to  human  consumption  outlets  or  to 
another  handler  and  any  portion  in 
positive  identifed  lots  not  meeting  such 
requirements:  (1)  may  be  handled  and 
disposed  of  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (h)  of  this  regulation,  Or;  (2) 
shall  be  disposed  of  to  domestic 
crushing  or  export  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (g). 

(j)  Segregation  2  and  3  farmers  stock 
disposition. 

(1)  Handlers  who  have  acquired 
Segregation  2  and  3  farmers  stock 
peanuts  pursuant  to  paragraph  (f)  of  the 
Incoming  Quality  Regulation  may 
commingle  such  peanuts  or  keep  them 
separate  and  apart.  The  Segregation  3 
farmers  stock  peanuts  or  commingled 
Segregation  2  and  3  farmers  stock 
peanuts  may  be  moved  or  disposed  of  in 
bags  or  bulk:  (a)  to  other  handlers  for 
shelling,  fragmenting,  or  crushing,  or  (b) 
to  crushers  who  are  not  handlers  but  are 
approved  by  the  Committee.  Handlers 
may  shell  such  peanuts  and  move  or 
dispose  of  the  shelled  peanuts  in  bulk  or 
bags:  (a)  to  other  handlers  for 
fragmenting  or  crushing,  or  (b)  to 
crushers  who  are  not  handlers  but  are 
approved  by  the  Committee  and  further 
disposition  shall  be  as  provided 
hereinafter  in  paragraph  (1)(2)  for 
“restricted”  export  to  countries  other 
than  Canada  and  Mexico,  or  for 
“restricted”  domestic  crushing.  Prior  to 
exportation,  the  shelled  peanuts  shall  be 
certified  by  a  Federal  or  Federal-State 
Inspection  Service  as  meeting  the 
requirements  specified  for  “fragmented” 
peanuts  in  paragraph  (1)(1)  and  shall  be 
assayed  for  aflatoxin  by  a  USDA 
laboratory  approved  by  the  Committee. 
Shelling,  fragmenting,  and  crushing  of 
Segregation  3  peanuts  or  commingled 
Segregation  2  and  3  peanuts  shall  be 
done  only  under  the  supervision  of  the 
area  Associations  and  any  such  peanuts 
may  be  commingled  with  other 
categories  of  shelled  peanuts  for 
disposition  to  export  or  domestic 
crushing.  However,  if  such  further 
commingling  occurs,  the  handler  shall 
cause  the  Area  Association  to  supervise 
the  further  commingling  and  fragmenting 
for  disposition  to  export  or  the  further 
commingling  and  domestic  crushing.  All 
movement  and  dispostion  of  Segragation 
3  peanuts  or  commingled  Segregation  2 
and  3  peanuts  and  shelled  or  fragmented 
peanuts  originating  therefrom  shall  be 
reported  by  the  handler  as  prescribed  by 
the  Committee. 


(2)  Handlers  who  have  acquired 
Segregation  2  farmers  stock  peanuts 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (f)  of  the 
Incoming  Quality  Regulation  and  held 
them  separate  and  apart  from 
Segregation  3  peanuts  may  commingle 
the  Segregation  2  farmers  stock  with 
Segregation  1  farmers  stock  for 
disposition  to  domestic  crushing  or 
export  as  inedibles.  The  Segregation  2 
farmers  stock  peanuts  or  commingled 
Segregation  1  and  2  farmers  stock 
peanuts  may  be  moved  or  disposed  of  in 
bulk  or  bags:  (a)  to  other  handlers  for 
shelling,  fragmenting,  or  crushing,  or  (b) 
to  crushers  who  are  not  handlers  but  are 
approved  by  the  Committee.  Handlers 
may  shell  the  Segregation  2  or 
commingled  Segregation  1  and  2  peanuts 
and  move  or  dispose  of  the  shelled 
peanuts:  (a)  to  another  handler  for 
fragmenting  or  crushing;  or  (b)  to 
crushers  who  are  not  handlers  but  are 
approved  by  the  Committee  and  further 
disposition  shall  be  as  provided  in 
paragraph  of  this  regulation.  Prior 
to  exportation  ^e  shelled  peanuts  shall 
be  certified  by  a  Federal  or  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  as  meeting  the 
requirements  specified  for  fi'agmented 
peanuts  also  in  paragraph  (1)(1).  If  the 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  2 
peanuts  or  commingled  Segregation  1 
and  2  peanuts  are  held  separate  and 
apart  from  Segregation  3  peanuts  and 
any  restricted  categories  of  shelled 
peanuts,  no  aflatoxin  assay  shall  be 
required.  Shelling,  fragmenting,  and 
crushing  of  Segregation  2  peanuts  or 
commingled  Segregation  1  and  2  peanuts 
shall  be  done  only  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Area  Association.  The  shelled 
peanuts  from  Segregration  2  peanuts  or 
commingled  Segregation  1  and  2  peanuts 
may  be  further  commingled  with  other 
categories  of  shelled  peanuts  for 
disposition  to  export  or  domestic 
crushing.  However,  if  such  further  - 
conuningling  occurs,  the  handler  shall 
cause  the  Area  Association  to  supervise 
the  further  commingling  and 
fragmenting.  All  movement  and 
disposition  of  Segregation  2  peanuts  or 
commingled  Segregation  1  and  2  peanuts 
and  shelled  or  fragmented  peanuts 
originating  therefiram  shall  be  reported 
by  the  handler  as  prescribed  by  the 
Committee. 

(k)  Segregation  1  farmers  stock 
disposition.  (1)  In  addition  to  milling 
(shelling,  cleaning  etc.)  Segregation  1 
farmers  stock  peanuts  for  disposition  to 
human  consumption  or  seed  outlets, 
handlers  may  dispose  of  Segregation  1 
farmers  sto(^  peanuts  to  export  or  to 
other  handlers  for  such  disposition.  All 
such  dispositions  to  export  shall  be 


reported  by  the  handler  as  requested  by 
the  Committee. 

(2)  In  addition  to  the  disposition 
outlets  specified  in  paragraph  (k)(l), 
handlers  may  dispose  of  Segregation  1 
farmers  stock  peanuts  in  bags  or  bulk  to 
other  handlers  for  shelling,  fragmenting, 
or  crushing.  Such  peanuts  may  also  be 
disposed  of  to'crushers  who  are  not 
handlers  but  are  approved  by  the 
Committee.  Handlers  may  commingle 
Segregation  1  farmers  stock  peanuts 
with  Segregation  2  farmers  stock 
peanuts  or  keep  them  separate  and 
apart,  and  may  shell  such  peanuts  and 
move  or  dispose  of  the  shelled  peanuts 
in  bulk  or  bags  to  other  handlers  for 
fragmenting  or  crushing.  Such  peanuts 
may  also  be  disposed  of  to  crushers  who 
are  not  handlers  but  are  approved  by 
the  Committee.  However,  the  shelling, 
fragmenting  and  disposition  of  such 
Segregation  1  farmers  stock  peanuts 
shall  be  done  only  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Committee  and  the  Area 
Association  and  all  peanuts  handled 
imder  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
(k)(2),  for  disposition  to  export  or 
domestic  crushing,  shall  be  milled  and 
disposed  or  pursuant  to  paragraph  (j)(2) 
in  lieu  of  the  provisions  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d),  (g),  (h).  and 

(1)  of  this  regulation.  The  movement  and 
disposition  of  all  peanuts  handled  under 
the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  (k)(2), 
shall  be  reported  by  the  handler  as 
prescribed  by  the  Committee. 

(1)  Handling,  commingling,  and 
disposition  of  shelled  peanuts  not 
meeting  quality  requirements  for  human 
consumption.  (1)  llie  following 
categories  of  shelled  peanuts  may  be 
disposed  of  to  domestic  crushing  or  to 
export  as  “unrestricted”: 

(a)  The  entire  mill  production  of 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  1 
farmers  stock;  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(k)(2). 

(b)  The  entire  mill  production  of 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  2,  or 
commingled  Segregation  1  and  2  farmers 
stock  pursuant  to  paragraph  ())(2). 

(c)  Positive  Lot  Identified  lots  of 
shelled  “peanuts  failing  quality 
requirements”  determined  negative  as  to 
aflatoxin  pursuant  to  parargraph  (h)(3). 

(d)  Positive  Lot  Identified  Lots  of 
loose  shelled  Kernels,  fall  through,  or 
pickouts  determined  negative  as  to 
aflatoxin  pursuant  to  paragraph  (g)  (1), 

(2) ,  and  (3). 

(e)  Positive  Lot  Identified  lots  of  loose 
shelled  kernels,  fall  through  and 
pickouts  commingled  and  determined 
negative  as  to  aflatoxin  pursuit  to 
paragraphs  (g)  (2)  and  (3). 
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(f)  Positive  Lot  Identified  lots  of  seed 
peanut  residuals  determined  negative  as 
to  aflatoxin  pursuant  to  paragraph  (i). 

Handlers  who  acquire  fit>m  other 
handlers  or  from  their  own  operations 
any  of  the  categories  of  shelled  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph 
may  commingle  such  peanuts  while 
fi'agmenting  diem  or  after  they  have 
been  fragmented:  (1)  with  any  other 
category  of  peanuts  described  in  this 
paragraph,  and  (2)  with  any  category  of 
“unrestricted"  shelled  peanuts  acquired 
fixim  CCC  and  determined  by  CCC  to  be 
eligible  for  such  commingling  for 
disposition  to  export  to  countries  other 
than  Canada  and  Mexico.  However, 
such  peanuts,  prior  to  exportation,  shall 
be  certified  as  meeting  fragmented 
requirements.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
relation,  the  term  “fiagmented”  means 
that  not  more  than  20  percent  of  the 
peanuts  shall  be  whole  kernels  that  ride 
the  following  screens,  by  type:  Spanish 
X  %  in^  slot;  Ruimer  *%4  x  % 
inch  slot;  and  Virginia  ^%4  x  1  inch  slot. 
Handlers  who  acquire  from  other 
handlers  or  from  their  own  operations 
any  of  the  categories  of  shelled  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph 
may  commingle  such  peanuts  at  the 
crusher.  (1)  with  any  other  category  of 
peanuts  described  in  this  paragraph,  and 
(2)  with  any  category  of  unrestricted 
shelled  peanuts  acquired  from  CCC  and 
determined  by  CCC  to  be  eligible  for 
such  commingling  and  the  resultant 
meal  may  be  disposed  of  without 
restriction.  To  be  eligible  for  such 
unrestricted  dispositions  (crushing  or 
.export),  such  peanuts,  before 
commingling  and  after  commingling, 
shall  be  kept  separate  and  apart  fit)m  all 
“restricted"  peanuts.  Shelling, 
fi'agmenting,  and  crushing  of  Segregation 
2  peanuts  or  commingled  Segregation  1 
and  2  peanuts  shall  1^  done  only  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Area  Association 
and  if  any  shelled  peanuts  originating 
therefrom  are  commingled  with  any  of 
the  other  categories  of  shelled  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph, 
the  handler  shall  cause  the  Area 
Association  to  supervise  the 
commingling  and  fragmenting  and  the 
commingling  and  crushing  on  all 
categories  of  peanuts  included  in  such 
commingling.  All  movement  and 
disposition  of  the  categories  of  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  reported  by  the  handler  as 
prescribed  by  the  Committee. 

(2)  The  following  categories  of  shelled 
peanuts  may  be  disposed  of  to  domestic 
crushing  or  to  export  as  “restricted”: 

(a)  The  entire  mill  production  of 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  1 
farmers  stock  pursuant  to  paragraph 


(k) (2)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation. 

(b)  The  entire  mill  production  of 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  2  or 
commin^ed  Segregation  1  and  2  farmers 
stock  pursuant  to  paragraph  (j](2). 

(c)  The  entire  mill  production  of 
shelled  peanuts  from  Segregation  3  or 
commingled  Segregation  2  and  3  farmers 
stock  pursuant  to  paragraph  (j)(l). 

(d)  Postitive  Lot  Identified  lots  of 
shelled  “peanuts  failing  quality 
requirements”  pursuant  to  paragraph 

(h) (3). 

(e)  Postitive  Lot  Identified  lots  of 
loose  shelled  kernels,  fall  through,  or 
pickouts  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (g)  (1), 
(2),  and  (3). 

(f)  Positive  Lot  Identified  lots  of  loose 
shelled  kernels,  fall  through  and 
pickouts  commingled  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (g)  (2)  and  (3). 

(g)  Positive  Lot  Identified  lots  of  seed 
peanut  residuals  pursuant  to  paragraph 

(i) . 

Handlers  who  acquire,  from  other 
handlers  or  from  their  own  operations, 
any  of  the  categories  of  shelled  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph 

(l)  (2)  may  commingle  such  peanuts 
while  fragmenting  Aem  or  after  they 
have  been  fragmented  with  any  other 
category  of  peanuts  described  in  this 
paragraph  and  with  any  category  of 
shelled  peanuts  acquired  fit)m  CCC  and 
determined  by  CCC  to  be  eligible  for 
such  commin^ing  with  disposition  to 
export  to  countries  other  than  Canada 
and  Mexico  as  “restricted".  Prior  to  such 
exportation,  the  peanuts  shall  be 
certified  as  meeting  the  fragmented 
requirements  and  shall  be  assayed  for 
aflatoxin  by  a  USDA  laboratory  or  a 
laboratory  approved  by  the  Committee. 
The  handler’s  “in-land”  bill  of  lading 
and  his  invoice  covering  the  shipment 
shall  include  the  following  statement: 
“The  peanuts  covered  by  this  bill  of 
lading  (or  invoice)  are  limited  to 
crushing  only  and  may  contain 
aflatoxin”.  Handlers  who  acquire,  from 
other  handlers  or  firom  their  own 
operations,  any  of  the  categories  of 
shelled  peanuts  described  heretofore  in 
this  paragraph  may  commingle  such 
peanuts  at  the  crusher  with  any  other 
category  of  peanuts  described  in  this 
paragraph  (1)  (2)  and  with  any  category 
of  shelled  peanuts  acquired  from  CCC 
and  determined  by  CCC  to  be  eligible 
for  such  commingling  for  “restricted” 
domestic  crushing.  Meal  produced  from 
peanuts  disposed  of  to  crushing  as 
“restricted”  shall  be  used  or  disposed  of 
as  fertilizer  or  other  non-feed  use. 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 

(g)(3).  Shelling,  fragementing,  and 
crushing  of  Segregation  2  peanuts. 


Segregation  3  peanuts  and  the  entire  mill 
pr^uction  of  Segregation  1  peanuts 
handled  pursuant  to  paragraph  (k),  shall 
be  done  only  under  supervision  of  the 
Area  Association  and  if  any  of  such 
categories  of  peanuts  are  commingled 
with  any  of  the  other  categories  of 
shelled  peanuts  described  heretofore  in 
this  paragraph,  the  handler  shall  cause 
the  Area  Association  to  supervise  the 
commingling  and  fragmenting  on  all 
categories  of  peanuts  included  in  such 
commingling.  All  movement  and 
disposition  of  the  categories  of  peanuts 
described  heretofore  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  reported  by  the  handler  as  ' 
prescribed  by  the  Committee. 

Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Indemnification — 1979  Crop  Peanuts 

For  the  purpose  of  paying  indemnities 
on  a  uniform  basis  pursuant  to  section 
36  of  the  peanut  marketing  agreement 
effective  July  12, 1965,  each  handler 
shall  promptly  notify  or  arrange  for  the 
buyer  to  notify  the  Manager,  Peanut 
Ac^inistrative  Committee,  of  any  lot  of 
cleaned  inshell  or  shelled  peanuts, 
milled  to  the  outgoing  quality 
requirements  and  into  one  of  the 
categories  listed  in  the  final  paragraph 
of  these  terms  and  conditions,  on  wUch 
the  handler  has  withheld  shipment  or 
storage  or  the  buyer,  including  the  user 
division  of  a  handler,  has  withheld 
usage  due  to  a  finding  as  to  aflatoxin 
content  as  shown  by  the  results  of 
chemical  assay.  To  be  eligible  for 
indemnification,  such  a  lot  of  peanuts 
shall  have  been  inspected  and  certified 
as  meeting  the  quality  requirements  of 
the  agreement,  shall  have  met  all  other 
applicable  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto,  including  the  pretesting 
requirements  in  (a)  and  (c)  of  the 
“Outgoing  Quality  Regulation — 1979 
Crop  Peanuts”,  and  the  lot  identification 
shall  have  been  maintained.  If  the 
Committee  concludes,  based  on  assays 
to  date  or  further  assays,  that  the  lot  is 
so  high  in  aflatoxin  that  it  should  be 
handled  pursuant  to  these  Terms  and 
Conditions  and  such  is  concurred  in  by 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  the 
lot  shall  be  accepted  for 
indemnification.  If  the  lot  is  covered  by 
a  sales  contract,  the  lot  may  be  rejected 
to  the  handler. 

In  an  effort  to  make  such  eligible 
peanuts  suitable  for  human 
consumption,  and  to  minimize 
indemnification  costs,  the  Conunittee 
and  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
shall,  prior  to  disposition  for  crushing 
cause  all  suitable  lots  to  be  remilled  or 
custom  blanched  or  both. 

“Custom  blanching”  means  the 
process  which  involves  blanching 
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peanuts,  and  the  subsequent  removal  of 
damaged  peanuts  for  the  purpose  of 
eliminating  aflatoxin  horn  the  lot.  The 
process  may  be  applied  to  either  an 
original  lot  or  the  new  lot  which  results 
from  remilling.  Custom  blanching  shall 
be  performed  only  by  those  firms 
determined  by  the  Committee  to  have 
the  capability  to  remove  the  aflatoxin 
and  who  agree  to  such  terms,  conditions 
and  rates  of  payment  as  the  Committee 
may  find  to  be  acceptable. 

If  the  Committee  and  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  conclude  that  such  lot 
is  not  suitable  for  remilling  or  custom 
blanching,  the  lot  shall  be  declared  to 
crushing  and  shall  be  disposed  of  by 
delivery  to  the  Committee  at  such  point 
as  it  may  designate.  The  indemnification 
payment  for  peanuts  in  such  a  lot  shall 
be  the  indemnification  value  of  the 
peanuts,  as  hereinafter  provided. 
Transportation  expenses  (excluding 
demiurage)  from  the  handler’s  plant  or 
storage  to  the  point  within  the 
Continental  United  States  or  Canade 
where  the  rejection  occurred  and  from 
such  point  to  a  delivery  point  specified 
by  the  Committee  shall  be  included  in 
the  indemnification  payment  if  the  lot  is 
found  by  the  Committee  to  be 
unwholesome  as  to  aflatoxin  after  such 
lot  had  been  certified  negative  as  to 
aflatoxin  prior  to  being  shipped  or 
otherwise  disposed  of  for  human 
consumption  by  the  handler  pursuant  to 
requirements  of  the  “Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation — 1979  Crop  Peanuts”. 
Payment  shall  be  made  to  the  handler  as 
soon  as  practicable  after  delivery  of  the 
peanuts  to  the  Committee.  The  salvage 
value  for  peanuts  declared  for  crushing 
shall  be  paid  to,  and  retained  by,  the 
Committee  to  offset  indemnification 
expenses. 

If  it  is  concluded  that  the  lot  should  be 
remilled  or  custom  blanched,  expenses 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Committee  on  those 
lots  which,  on  the  basis  of  the  inspection 
occurring  prior  to  shipment,  contained 
not  more  than  1.00  percent  damaged 
kernels  other  than  minor  defects.  Lots 
with  damage  in  excess  of  1.00  percent 
on  such  inspection  shall  be  remilled 
without  reimbursement  from  the 
Committee  for  milling  or  freight,  but 
otherwise  shall  be  indemnifiable  the 
same  as  lots  with  not  more  than  1.00 
percent  damage. 

The  indemnification  value  of  peanuts 
delivered  to  the  Committee  for 
indemnification  shall  be  as  listed  in  the 
next  to  last  indemnification  shall  be  as 
listed  in  the  next  to  last  paragraph  of 
these  terms  and  conditions. 

The  indemnification  payment  on 
peanuts  declared  for  remilling,  and 
which  contain  not  more  than  1.00 


percent  damaged  kernels  other  than 
minor  defects,  shall  be  the 
indemnification  value  referable  to  the 
weights  of  peanuts  lost  in  the  remilling 
process  and  not  cleared  for  human 
consumption,  plus  an  allowance  for 
remilling  of  two  and  one-half  cents  per 
pound  on  the  original  weight. 
Transportation  expenses  (excluding 
demurrage)  from  the  handler’s  plant  or 
storage  to  the  point  within  the 
Continental  United  States  or  Canada 
where  the  rejection  occurred  and  frY>m 
such  point  to  a  delivery  point  specified 
by  the  Committee  shall  be  included  in 
the  indemnification  payment  if  the  lot  is 
found  by  the  Committee  to  be 
unwholesome  as  to  aflatoxin  after  such 
lot  had  been  certified  negative  as  to 
aflatoxin  prior  to  being  shipped  or 
otherwise  disposed  of  for  human 
consumption  by  the  handler  pursuant  to 
requirement  of  the  “Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation-1979  Crop  Peanuts”.  On  lots 
on  which  the  remilling  is  not  successful 
in  making  the  lot  wholesome  as  to 
aflatoxin  and  such  lots  of  peanuts  are 
declared  for  custom  blanching  after  . 
remilling,  the  indemnification  payment 
shall  be  the  blanching  cost,  plus  the 
transportation  costs  from  origin 
(whether  handler  or  buyer  premises)  to 
point  of  blanching  and  on  unsold  lots 
from  point  of  blanching  to  handler’s 
premises  and  the  indemnification  value 
of  the  weight  of  reject  peanuts  removed 
from  the  lot.  On  lots  which  are  custom 
blanched  without  remilling,  the 
indemnification  payment  shall  be 
determined  in  the  same  manner. 
However,  no  indemnification  payments 
shall  be  paid  on  any  lot  of  peanuts 
where  the  Committee  determines  that 
the  custom  blanched  peanuts  from  such 
a  lot  have  been  sold  at  a  price  lower 
than  the  indemnification  value  on  the 
original  red  skin  lot  at  the  time  the 
indemnification  claim  was  filed  with  the 
Committee. 

Claims  for  indemnification  of  1979 
crop  peanuts  may  be  filed  by  any 
handler  sustaining  a  loss  as  a  result  of  a 
buyer  withholding  fi*om  human 
consumption  a  portion  or  all  the  product 
made  from  a  lot  of  peanuts  which  has 
been  determined  to  be  unwholesome 
due  to  aflatoxin.  The  Committee  shall 
pay,  to  the  extent  of  the  raw  peanut 
equivalent  value  of  the  peanuts  used  in 
the  product  so  withheld,  such  claims  as 
it  determines  to  be  valid. 

Payment  shall  be  made  to  the  handler 
claiming  indemnification  or  receiving 
the  rejected  lot  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  receipt  by  the  Committee  of  such 
evidence  of  remilling  or  custom 
blanching  and  clearance  of  the  lot  for 
hiunan  consumption  as  the  Committee 


may  require  and  the  delivery  of  the 
peanuts  not  cleared  for  human  . 
consumption  to  the  delivery  point 
designated  by  the  Committee.  If  a 
suitable  reduction  in  the  aflatoxin 
content  is  not  achieved  on  any  lot  which 
is  remilled  or  custom  blanched  or  both, 
the  Committee  shall  declare  the  entire 
lot  for  indemnification.  However,  the 
Committee  shall  refuse  to  pay 
indemnification  on  any  lot(s)  where  it 
has  reason  to  believe  that  the  rejection 
of  the  peanuts  arises  from  failure  of  the 
handler  to  use  reasonable  measures  to 
receive  and  withhold  from  milling  for 
edible  use  those  Segregation  3  peanuts 
tendered  to  him  either  directly  by  a 
producer  or  by  a  country  buyer, 
commission  buyer  or  other  like  person. 
Furthermore,  any  misrepresentation  by  a 
handler  in  reporting  acquisition, 
composition  or  disposition  of  any  lot  or 
lots  of  peanuts  by  such  handler  shall 
cause  indemnification  payments  Mdth 
respect  to  any  such  claim  filed  with  the 
Committee  by  the  handler  on  1979  crop 
peanuts  to  be  withheld  unless  the 
Committee  finds  that  such  action  was 
inadvertent. 

Remilling  may  occur  on  the  premises 
of  any  handler  signatory  to  the 
marketing  agreement  or  at  such  other 
plant  as  &e  Committee  may  determine. 
However,  if  the  Committee  orders 
remilling  of  a  lot  which  has  been  found 
to  contain  aflatoxin  prior  to  shipment 
frY)m  the  locality  of  original  milling,  the 
Committee  shall  not  pay  fi«ight  costs 
should  the  handler  move  said  lot  to 
another  locality  for  remilling. 

Notice  of  claims  for  indemnificaticHi 
on  peanuts  of  the  1979  crop  shall  be  filed 
widi  the  Committee  no  later  than 
November  1, 1980. 

Each  handler  shall  include,  directly  or 
by  reference,  in  his  sales  contract  the 
following  provisions: 

%ould  buyer  find  peanuts  subject  to 
indemnification  under  this  contract  to  be  sq 
high  in  aflatoxin  as  to  provide  possible  cause 
for  rejection,  he  shall  promptly  notify  the 
seller  and  Manager,  Peanut  Administrative 
Committee,  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Upon  a 
determination  of  the  Peanut  Administrative 
Committee,  confirmed  by  the  Agricultural 
Mariceting  Service,  authorizing  rejection,  such 
peanuts,  and  title  thereto,  if  pass^  to  the 
buyer,  shall  be  returned  to  the  seller  and  such 
peanuts  shall  be  reoffered  to  the  buyer  to 
satisfy  the  covering  contract,  pendi^ 
successful  remilling  and/or  blanching.  Or,  if 
the  buyer’s  or  receiver’s  name  is  shown  on 
the  certificates  covering  a  lot  which,  upon  the 
pretesting  sampling  procedure  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  the  outgoing  quality 
regulation,  exceeds  Committee  requirements 
for  wholesomeness  as  to  aflatoxin,  such 
peanuts  shall  be  offered  to  the  buyer  to 
satisfy  the  existing  applicable  contract 
pend^  successful  remilUng  and/or 
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blanching.  Alternatively,  seller  may  replace 
any  rejected  lot  of  peanuts  with  another  lot,  if 
he  elects  to  do  so. 

Seller  shall,  prior  to  shipment  of  a  lot  of 
shelled  peanuts  covered  by  this  sales 
contract,  cause  appropriate  samples  to  be 
drawn  by  the  Federal  or  Federal-State 
Inspection  Service  from  such  lot,  shall  cause 
the  samplefs)  to  be  sent  to  a  USDA 
laboratory  or  if  designated  by  the  buyer,  a 
laboratory  listed  on  the  most  recent 
Committee  list  of  approved  laboratories  to 
conduct  such  assay,  for  an  aflatoxin  assay 
and  cause  the  laboratory,  if  other  than  the 
buyer’s  to  send  one  copy  of  the  results  of  the 
assay  to  the  buyer.  The  laboratory  costs  shall 
be  for  the  account  of  the  buyer  and  buyer 
agrees  to  pay  them  wdien  invoiced  by  the 
laboratory  or,  in  the  event  the  seller  has  paid 
them,  by  the  seller. 

Any  handler  who  fails  to  include  such 
provisions  in  his  sales  contract  shall  be 
ineligible  for  indemniflcation  payments 
with  respect  to  any  claim  filed  with  the 
Committee  of  1979  crop  peanuts  covered 
by  the  sales  contract. 

In  addition,  should  any  handler  enter 
into  any  oral  or  written  sales  contract 
which  fixes  the  level  of  aflatoxin  at 
which  rejection  may  be  made  and  hence 
conflicts  with  these  terms  and 
conditions,  the  handler  doing  so  will  not 
be  eligible  for  indemnification  payments 
with  respect  to  any  claim  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  1979  crop  peanuts  on  or 
after  the  filing  date  of  a  daim  under 
such  contract  except  upon  the 
Committee’s  finding  that  acceptance  of 
such  contract  was  inadvertent  and  for 
purposes  of  this  provision  a  daim  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  filed  when  notice  of 
possible  rejection  is  first  given  to  the 
Committee. 

Any  handler  who  fails  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (h)  of  the 
“Incoming  Quality  Regulation — ^1979 
Crop  Peanuts”  shall  be  ineligible  for  any 
indemnification  payments  until  such 
condition  or  conditions  are  corrected  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Committee.  Also 
any  handler  who  fails  to  cause  positive 
lot  identification  on  any  lot  of  peanuts  to 
accurately  reflect  the  crop  year  in  which 
such  peanuts  were  product,  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (d)  of  the  Outgoing  Quality 
Regulation,  shall  be  ineligible.for  any 
indemnification  payments  until  such 
violation  is  corrected  to  the  satisifaction 
of  the  Committee. 

Categories  eligible  for  indemnification 
are  as  follows: 

Cleaned  Inshell  Peanuts — 

(1)  U.S.  Jumbos 

(2)  U.S.  Fancy  Handpicks 

(3)  Valenda — Roasting  Stock  * 


'  Inabell  peanuts  with  not  more  than  25  percent 
having  shells  damaged  by  discoloration.  %^di  are 
cracM  or  broken,  or  both. 


U.S.  Grade  Shelled  Peanuts — 

(1)  U.S.  No.  1 

(2^  U.S.  Splits 

(3)  U.S.  Virginia  Extra-Large 

(4)  U.S.  Virginia  Medium 

Shelled  Peanuts  With  Splits — 

(1)  Ruimers  with  splits  which  do  not 
contain  more  than  15  percent  splits  or  3 
percent  whole  kernels  which  will  pass 
through  a  x  %  slot  screen. 

(2)  Spanish  with  splits  which  do  not 
contain  more  than  15  percent  splits  or  2 
percent  whole  kernels  which  will  pass 
through  a  x  %  slot  screen. 

(3)  Virginias  with  splits  which  do  not 
contain  more  than  15  percent  splits  or  3 
percent  whole  kernels  which  will  pass 
through  a  ^%4  x  1  slot  screen. 

However,  peanuts  in  any  of  the  above 
categories  shall  not  be  eligible  for 
indemnification  if  such  peanuts:  (1)  were 
milled  fitim  seed  peanut  residuals  as 
referred  to  in  the  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  (e)  of  the  Incoming  Quality 
Regulation  and  paragraph  (i)  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  for  1979 
Crop  Peanuts:  (2)  failed  the  Outgoing 
Quality  Regulation  for  1979  Crop 
Peanuts  due  to  excessive  damage  and 
minor  defects  and  such  peanuts  were 
subsequently  blanched  or  remove  such 
excess  damage  and  minor  defects 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (h)  of  such 


Forest  S«rvic« 

Forest  Land  and  Resource 
Managsment  Plan;  ML  Baksr- 
Snoqiurtfnis  National  Forest  Whatcom, 
Skagit,  Snohomish,  King,  and  Pierce 
Cotmtiss,  Washington;  Intent  To 
PrifMHe  an  EiivirofMnsfital  Impact 
Statsnisnt 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  Forest  and  Rangeland  Renewable 
Resource  Manning  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended  by  the  National  Forest 
Management  Act  of  1976,  the  Forest 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture,  will 


regulation;  (3)  when  shipped  for  human 
consumption  outlets  contained  more 
than  a  total  of  1.25  percent  unshelled 
peanuts  and  damaged  kernels  or  a  total 
of  2.00  percent  unslielled  peanuts, 
damaged  kernels  and  minor  defects;  (4) 
were  received  or  acquired  horn  another 
handler  pursuant  to  paragraph  (i)  of  the 
Incoming  Quality  Regulation  and  were 
milled  to  meet  requirements  of  the 
Outgoing  Quality  Regulation  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (h)  of  such  regulation. 

For  the  purpose  of  paying 
indemnification,  beginning  August  1, 
1979,  the  domestic  market  price  for  each 
category  of  peanuts  shall  Im  determined 
by  averaging  the  price  listed  in  the 
Peanut  Market  News,  per  category,  each 
week  on  an  accumulative  season-to-date 
basis.  Such  weekly  price  calculatioiu 
shall  extend  to  March  31, 1980.  After 
March  31,  the  season  average  price  per 
category  shall  be  applied  during  the 
remainder  of  the  crop  year. 

The  indenmification  value  for  each 
category  of  peanuts  eligible  for 
indenmification  shall  be  the  domestic 
market  price,  less  two  cents  per  pound 
(on  the  pounds  indemnified)  except  that 
the  minimum  indemnification  value  on 
ail  indemnifiable  categories  shall  be  30 
cents  per  pound. 

Hie  grade  categories  to  which  the 
indemnification  values  shall  be  applied 
are  as  follows: 


prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  a  Forest  Land  and 
Resource  Management  Man  for  the  Mt. 
Baker-Snoquali^e  National  Forest. 

The  Forest  Plan  will  be  prepared 
according  to  regulations  being 
promulgated  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture.  The  regulations  will 
implement  Section  6  of  the  National 
Forest  Management  Act  of  1976. 

A  completed  Land  Use  Plan  for  the 
Alpine  Lakes  Management  Unit  and 
subsequent  legislation  established  the 
Alpine  Lakes  Wilderness  and  Intended 
Wilderness  in  )uly  1976.  A  planning 
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team  is  now  in  the  process  of  developing 
a  Wilderness  Management  Plan  for  die 
Alpine  Lakes  Wilderness  fmd  Intended 
Wildemesss  and  specific  management 
direction  for  the  nonwildemess  lands.  A 
Final  Environmental  Statement  is 
planned  to  be  filed  with  the  EPA  in  June 
1980  with  implementation  by  September 
1980.  A  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
on  the  Naches-Tieton* White  River  Land 
Management  Plan  was  filed  with  the 
EPA  in  August  1977.  This  Plan  will  be 
carried  through  to  completion  as  part  of 
the  Forest  Plan. 

The  Forest  Plan  will  replace  all 
previous  Plans  and  provide  direction  for 
all  lands  on  the  Mt.  Baker-Snoqualmie 
National  Forest. 

The  Forest  Plan  will  be  coordinated 
with  local,  county.  State  and  other 
Federal  agencies.  Public  involvement 
will  be  encouraged  and  sought 
throughout  the  planning  process. 
Currently,  the  following  public 
workshops  are  scheduled  to  help  the 
Forest  identify  issues,  concerns,  and 
opportunities: 

June  25, 1079,  7.-00  p.in..  Holiday  Inn,  714 
Lakeway  Drive,  Bellingham,  Washington. 
June  26, 1979,  7:00  p.m.,  Sherwood  Inn,  400 
N.E.  45th,  Seattle,  Washington. 

June  27, 1979,  7K)0  p.m..  Town  ft  Ck)untry  Inn, 
2009  Riverside  Drive,  Mt.  Vernon, 
Washington. 

June  28, 1979,  7KX)  p.m..  Holiday  Inn,  3518, 
Pacific  Hwy  E.,  Tacoma,  Washington. 

Alternatives  will  be  displayed  in  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
will  include,  at  the  minimum:  (1)  A  no¬ 
action  alternatives;  (2)  one  or  more 
alternatives  which  will  result  in 
eliminating  all  backlogs  of  needed 
treatment  for  the  restoration  of 
renewable  resources:  (3)  an  alternative 
which  approximates  the  level  of  goods 
and  services  assigned  by  the  Regional 
Plan;  and  (4)  one  or  more  alternatives 
formulated  to  resolve  the  major  public 
issues  or  concerns. 

R.  E.  Worthington,  Regional  Forester, 
Pacific  Northwest  Region,  is  the 
responsible  o^icial.  Questions  about  the 
proposed  action  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  should  be  directed  to 
Don  Culver,  Land  Management 
Specialist,  Mt.  Baker-Snoqualmie 
National  Forest.  (Mione  206-442-4888). 

A  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  on  the  Forest  Plan  is 
scheduled  to  be  filed  by  December  1981. 
The  Final  Environmental  Impact  * 
Statement  will  be  filed  by  December 
1982. 

Comments  on  this  Notice  of  Intent  for 
the  Forest  Plan  should  be  sent  to  Don  R. 
Campbell.  Forest  Supervisor,  Mt.  Baker- 
Snoqualmie  National  Forest  1601 


Second  Avenue  Building.  Seattle, 
Washington  98101. 

Fkuk  ).  Kopecky, 

Acting  Regional  Forester. 

June  6. 1979. 

(FR  Doc.  7»>1M4S  Piled  6-lS-7«;  kdS  an] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[Docket  337121 

Tiger  Intematlonal-Saaboard  World 
AIrtInee,  Inc.  Acquisition  Case; 
Postponement  of  Hearing  and  Date  for 
Sutmilssion  of  Rebutt^  Exhibits 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  the  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  matter  originally 
scheduled  to  begin  on  June  19, 1979  (44 
FR  26959,  May  8, 1979),  will  now  be  held 
beginning  on  July  9. 1979,  at  9:30  a.m. 
(local  time)  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room 
D,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

The  date  for  submission  of  rebuttal 
exhibits  is  accordingly  extended  until 
June  25. 1979. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  8, 1979. 
John  J.  Mathias, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-1SS44  Filled  6-13-79;  &-45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  Na  6-791 

Port  of  Portland,  Oreg.;  Application  for 
a  Foreign-Trade  Subzone  at  the  Beall 
Pipe  and  Tank  Corporation  Facility  in 
Portland 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  b^n  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Port  of  Portland  (the  Port),  an 
Oregon  public  corporation  and  grantee 
of  Foreign-Trade  Zone  No.  45.  requesting 
a  grant  of  authority  to  establish  a 
special-purpose  subzone  at  the  Beall 
pipe  and  Tank  Corporation  (Beall) 
facility,  within  the  Columbia  River 
Customs  port  of  entry,  some  4  miles 
south  of  the  Port’s  recently  approved 
general-purpose  zone.  The  application 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81) 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Board  (15 
Part  400).  It  was  formally  filed  on  May 
30, 1979.  The  Port  is  authorized  to  make 


the  application  under  S  307.850  of  the 
Oregon  Revised  Statutes. 

The  proposal  calls  for  the 
establishment  of  a  special-purpose 
foreign-trade  subzone,  under  the 
sponsorship  of  the  Port  at  Beall's  steel 
pipe  manufacturing  facility  at  12005 
North  Buigard  Road,  in  Portland.  The 
subzone  would  encompass  the  firm's 
entire  plant  facility,  including  two 
straight-seam  and  four  spiral  weld  mills, 
on  a  27-acre  site  near  Terminal  4  on  the 
Willamette  River  in  northwest  Portland. 

The  applicant  indicates  that  the 
reason  for  requesting  subzone  status  is 
to  make  the  company,  a  subsidiary  of 
the  L  B.  Foster  Co.,  more  competitive 
with  foreign  pipe  manufacturers, 
allovnng  &em  to  enter  the  export 
maricet  and  create  additional 
employment  at  their  Portland  plant. 

Be^l  currently  imports  foreign  coiled 
steel  it  states  is  of  a  thickness  or  quality 
unavailable  in  the  western  United 
States.  Under  subzone  status,  the  firm 
intends  to  import  foreign  coiled  steel  of 
a  thickness  of  .125  to  .156  inches  for  the 
manufacture  of  pipe  with  a  ten  or  more 
inch  diameter,  a  product  it  states  is 
currently  unavailable  fit>m  major  West 
Coast  pipe  mills  and  presently  being 
imported  from  foreign  suppliers. 

Subzone  procedures  would  provide  the 
company  with  Customs  cost  savings  that 
would  help  them  in  bidding  on  overseas 
projects.  It  expects  a  resulting  increase 
in  production  initially  calling  for  an 
additional  30  jobs  at  its  plant. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board's 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Board.  The  committee  consists  of  Hugh 
J.  Dolan  (Chairman).  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230; 
David  J.  Radclifie,  Assistant  District 
Director  for  Inspection  and  Control,  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  Federal  Bldg.,  Room 
193, 511  Northwest  Broadway,  Portland. 
Oregon  97209;  and  Colonel  Terence  J. 
Connell,  District  Engineer.  U.S.  Army 
Engineer  District  Portland,  P.O.  Box 
2946,  Portland,  Oregon  97204. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
subzone  are  invited  in  writing  from 
interested  persons  and  organizations. 
Comments  may  address  S  400.807  of  the 
Board’s  regulations,  which  gives  the 
Board  authority  to  exclude  finm  zones 
operations  detrimental  to  the  public 
interest.  This  section  would  apply  to 
cases  in  which  zone  activity  is  claimed 
to  have  an  adverse  impact  on  domestic 
industry.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Board’s  Executive 
Secretary  at  the  address  below  and  be 
postmaiked  on  or  before  July  6, 1979. 
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A  copy  of  the  Port’s  application  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  each 
of  the  following  locations: 

OfBce  of  the  Director.  U.S.  Dept  of 
Commerce  District  Office.  1220  S.  W.  3rd 
Avenue.  Room  618,  Portland,  Oregon  97204. 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Board.  U.S.  Dept  of 
Commerce.  Room  6866-B,  14th  and  E 
Streets  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Dated:  May  30, 1979. 

John  J.  Da  Poole,  |r.. 

Executive  Secretary.  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

(PR  Doc.  7«-lS4ai  FIM  e-l>-7R  tM  aiB| 

■axmo  cooc  «io-as-M 

MarfUme  Administration 

[Docket  Na8-«42] 

Aaron  Marina  Shipping  Co,,  at  aL; 
Application 

In  the  matter  of  Aeron  Marine 
Shipping  Company,  Aries  Marine 
Shipping  Company,  Aquarius  Marine 
Company,  Atlas  Marine  Company, 
American  Shipping,  Inc.,  Pac^c 
Shipping,  Inc.,  and  Worffi  Oil  Transport 
Company. 

The  foregoing  companies  (herein 
referred  to  as  &e  Berger  Group)  are  . 
holders  of  long-term  operating- 
differential  subsidy  contracts.  By  letter 
of  June  1, 1979,  attorneys  for  the  Berger 
Group  advised  that  Leo  V.  Berger  and 
Peter  Constas,  principals  in  each 
company  of  the  Berger  Group,  and 
Aeron  Marine  Shipping  Company,  will 
form  with  other  competes  and 
individuals  an  affiliated  limited 
partnership  to  be  named  Ariadne 
Company.  Ariadbe  Company  will 
operate  a  products  tanker  of  39,700 
DWT  in  the  U.S.  coastwise  and 
intercoastal  trade,  among  other  trades. 

A  construction  omtract  for  the  tanker 
has  been  entered  into  and  delivery  of  ^ 
the  vessel  is  anticipated  in  1981. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  die 
companies  of  the  Berger  Groiqi  request 
written  permission  of  the  Maritime 
Administration  under  section  805(a)  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1938,  as 
amended,  for  Ariadne  Company  to 
operate  the  above-described  tanker  in 
the  domestic  trade. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation 
having  any  interest  (widdn  the  meaning 
of  section  805(a))  in  such  application 
and  desiring  to  be  heard  <m  issues 
pertinent  to  section  806(a)  and  desiring 
to  submit  cmnments  or  views  concerning 
the  application  must,  by  dose  of 
business  on  june  21, 1979  ffie  same  with 
the  Secretary,  Maritime  Administration, 
in  writing,  in  triplicate,  together  with 


petition  for  leave  to  intervene  which 
shall  state  dearly  and  concisely  the 
grounds  of  interest,  and  die  alleged  facts 
relied  on  for  relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  recced  within  the  specified  time  or 
if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed  do 
not  demonstrate  suffident  interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime 
Administration  will  take  such  action  as 
may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  issues  are 
received  firom  parties  with  standing  to 
be  heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held,  the 
purpose  of  which  ^11  be  to  receive 
evidence  under  section  805(a)  relative  to 
whether  the  proposed  operations  (a) 
could  result  in  i^air  competition  to  any 
person,  firm,  or  corporation  operating 
exdusively  in  the  coastwise  or 
intercoast^  service,  or  (b)  would  be 
prejudidal  to  the  objects  and  policy  of 
the  Act  relative  to  domestic  trade 
operations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.504  Operating-Differential 
Subsidies  (ODS)) 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr^ 

Secretary. 

(n  Doc.  TS-iaeSS  FUmI  6-l>-7k  »4t  mi 
aajJNQ  COM  M10-1S-«i 

AvaiabHty  Of  Standard  Specifications 
for  Merchant  ^ilp  Construction 

The  Maritime  Administration 
announces  the  publication  of  the  latest 
edition  of  its  Standard  Specifications 
under  the  title,  “Standard  ^tedfications 
for  Merchant  Ship  Construction”,  dated 
January  1979. 

This  document  supersedes  the 
previous  issue  dated  December  1972.  It  n 
has  been  updated  to  reflect  changes  in 
regulatimis,  materials  and  technology 
that  have  affected  the  shipbuilding 
industry.  It  now  riiows  all  units  of 
measurement  in  both  the  Si-Metric  and 
English  sjrstems  as  a  first  step  in  the 
eventual  transition  to  the  Si-Metric 
system  by  the  U.S.  maritime  industry. 

The  purpose  of  the  Maritime 
Administratian  Standard  Specifications 
is  to  provide  guidance  to  the  maritime 
industry  in  the  preparation  of  detail  ship 
specifications,  e^iedally  where 
Construction-EMffinential  Subsidy  is 
invdved.  They  are  complete  in  ^ 
aspects  oi  required  contract  w(^  and 
embody  the  fidlowing  pertinent  features: 

^EstaUisfa  leveb  of  quality  as  a 
bendi  mark  for  Construction- 
Differential  Subsidy. 


— ^Include  standard  text  to  reflect  legal 
aspects  of  contract  work. 

— ^Indicate  measures  of 
standardization  to  encourage  mass 
production  techniques. 

— ^Introduce  the  Si-Metric  system  of 
measurement  to  the  U.S.  shipbuilding 
industry. 

It  is  intended  to  further  update  the 
Maritime  Administration  Standard 
Specifications  periodically  to  reflect 
continuing  technological  developments 
and  pertinent  results  of  research  and 
development  efforts. 

Copies  of  these  latest  Specifications 
are  available  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield, 
Viiqginia  22161,  (Refer  to  Publication  No. 
re  290400).  Purpose  price  is  $19.00  per 
copy  ($38.00  to  a  foreign  address). 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy  Board/ 
Maritime  Administration. 

Jamas  S.  Dawson,  )r„ 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-U8S8  nkd  S-U-TSc  S;4S  ua| 

MUJNQ  COM  3S1*-1S-M 

National  Butmhi  Of  Standards 

National  Confarancs  on  Walghts  and 

Maaaurasi  Moating 

Notice  is  Jiereby  given  that  the  64th 
annual  meeting  of  the  National 
Conference  on  Weights  and  Measures 
will  be  held  on  July  22-27, 1979,  at  the 
Red  Lion  Motor  Inn  in  Portland,  Oregon. 

The  National  Conference  on  Weights 
and  Measures  is  an  organization  of 
weights  and  measures  enforcement 
offidals  of  the  States,  counties,  and 
cities  of  tile  United  States.  The  annual 
meeting  of  the  Conference  brings 
together  the  enforcement  offid^,  other 
government  offidals,  and 
representatives  of  business,  industry, 
trade  assodations,  and  consumer 
organizations  for  the  purpose  of  hearing 
and  discussing  subjects  that  relate  to  the 
fields  of  weights  and  measures 
technology  uid  administration. 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  its  Organic 
Ad  (15  U.S.C.  272(5)),  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standard  acts  as  a  sponsor 
of  the  National  Conference  on  Weights 
and  Measures  in  order  to  promote 
uniformity  among  the  States  in  the 
complex  of  laws,  regulations,  metiiods, 
and  testing  equipmmit  that  comprises 
regulatMy  control  by  the  StatM  <rf 
conmierciBl  wei^iing  and  measnring 
The  poblic  is  invited  to  attend.  A 
registration  foe  of  $60  per  person  has 
bem  establisbed  by  tiie  Conference 
Executive  Committee  to  pay  for 
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expenses  of  the  meeting.  Additional 
information  concerning  the  Conference 
program  and  arrangements  may  be 
obtained  from  Mr.  Harold  F.  Wollin, 
Executive  Secretary.  National 
Conference  on  Weights  and  Measures, 
National  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Washington.  DC  20234;  telephone  (301] 
921-3677. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

Ernest  AmUer, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1S4M  FUtd  6-19-79;  845  am) 

BaXSM  CODE  6610-IS-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Adminietration 

North  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  and  Scientific  and  Statistical 
Committee  and  Advisory  Panel; 
Amended  Meeting 

aoency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  Comme^e. 
summary:  The  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fisherj'  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L 
94-265),  will  conduct  meetings  on  June 
28  and  29, 1979.  Two  additional  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  are:  (1)  Partial 
disapproval  of  Council’s  F^  for  the 
High  Seas  Salmon  Fishery  off  the  Coast 
of  Alaska  East  of  175*  Longitude.  Action 
needed  to  replace  the  ban  on  hand 
trolling  in  the  Fisheries  Conservation 
Zone,  and  (2)  First  consideration  of 
amendment  to  FMP’s  for  Gulf  of  Alaska 
Groundfish  Fishery  and  Tanner  Crab  off 
Alaska  to  extend  provisions  through 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

North  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council,  P.O.  Box  3136DT,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99510,  Telephone:  (907)  274-4563. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

Jodi  W.  Gefaiinger, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18806  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  8510-22-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

Installation  Environmental  Impact 
Statement;  Hawaii;  FWng  of 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

In  compliance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the 
Army,  on  June  11, 1979  provided  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  a 
draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(EIS)  concerning  the  ongoing  missions  at 


35  separate  Army  installations  located 
in  die  State  of  Hawaii  The  alternatives 
of  relocating  the  25th  Infantry  Division 
from  the  Island  of  Oahu  to  the  Island  of 
Hawaii  eliminating  live  ordinance  firing 
on  Oahu,  transferring  all  training  to  the 
Pohakuloa  Training  Area  on  the  Island 
of  Hawaii  and  closing  Army 
installations  and  relocating  their 
missions  are  also  analyzed. 

Copies  of  the  statement  have  been 
forwarded  to  concerned  Federal  State, 
local  and  private  agencies.  Interested 
organizations  or  individuals  may  obtain 
copies  frnm  the  Commander.  U.S.  Army 
Support  Command,  Hawaii  ATTN: 
Dir^or  of  Engineering  and  Housing, 
Fort  Shafter,  Hawaii  96858. 

In  the  Washington  area,  inspection 
copies  may  be  seen,  during  normal  duty 
hours,  in  the  Environmental  Office, 
Office  of  Assistant  Chief  of  Engineers, 
Room  1E676.  Pentagon,  Washi^on, 
D.C.  20310,  telephone:  (202)  604-3434. 
Bnioe  A  HUdebrand, 

Deputy  for  Environment,  Safety  and 
Occupational  Health  OASA  (IL&^4J. 

[FK  Doc  79-18480  Filed  6-13-79;  845  am] 

BHJJNO  CODE  S710-«S-M 


Corps  Of  Engineers 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  for  a  Proposed  Channel 
Maintenance  Prefect  at  Ogdensbivg 
Harbor,  N.Y,,  SL  Lawrence  County, 

N.Y. 

agency:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Buffalo  District,  DOD. 

action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS). _ 

PROPOSED  action:  OgdensbuTg  Harbor 
is  a  Federally  maintained  project  with 
channel  depths  of  19  feet  and  a  lower 
basin  depth  of  21  feel  which  was 
authorized  and  completed  in  1935  except 
for  a  hard  shoal  area.  Since  then,  the 
size  of  cargo  vessels  has  increased  in 
size  requiring  deeper  channels  to 
accommodate  these  larger  ships. 
Currently,  the  accepted  depth  in  the  St 
Lawrence  Seaway  is  27  feet  Therefore, 
the  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  determine 
the  feasibility  of  deepening  the  existing 
Federal  channeb,  hard  sh^  area,  and 
other  non-Federal  channels. 

Alternatives  Considered:  a.  The 
following  alternatives  have  been 
considered  to  date. 

(1)  No  action. — ^A  no  action 
alternative  indicates  no  Corps 
participation  in  any  improvements  to  the 
harbor. 


(2)  Removal  of  the  Hard  Shoal  Area. — 
The  authorized  project  depth  in  die 
lower  basin  b  21  feet  except  for  a  hard 
shoal  area  in  the  southwest  comer  of  the 
lower  basin  which  has  depths  of  from  18 
to  21  feet  IHan  2  would  dredge  thb  area 
to  the  authorized  depth  of  21  feet. 
Removing  the  hard  shoal  area  would 
benefit  the  Ogdensburg  Bridge  and  Port 
Authority  (OB&PA)  by  allowing  existing 
bulk  salt  vessels  to  enter  the  lower 
basin  with  18Vi-foot  drafts  for  unloading 
and  storage. 

(3)  Dredge  Lower  Basin  to  Seaway 
Depth. — ^TUs  plan  would  involve 
dredging  the  lower  basin  area  to  27  feet 
This  plan  would  give  the  OB&PA 
additional  berthing  space  at  their  dock 
and  provide  unlimited  access  for 
seaway  depth  vessels  along  the  lower 
basin  shoreline. 

(4)  Dredge  Lower  Basin  and  Dike 
Hard  %oal  Area. — The  hard  shoal  area 
would  be  diked  and  the  rest  of  the  lower 
basin  would  be  dredged  to  27  feet  The 
dredged  material  would  be  diunped  into 
a  diked  area. 

(5)  Dredge  City  Front  Channel  to  25 
feet — ^This  plan  would  involve  dredging 
the  dty  frY)nt  frt)m  19  feet  to  25  feet  ^m 
the  west  end  of  the  Augsbury  Dock  to 
the  Port  Authority  27-foot  depth  and 
widen  the  OB&PA  channel  ^m  250  feet 
to  350  feet 

(6)  Dredge  City  Front  Channel  to  27 
Feet — ^Thb  plan  would  involve  dredging 
the  dty  frt>nt  channel  firom  19  feet  to  27 
feet  actual  depth.  Thb  plan  would  allow 
most  of  the  petroleum  tankers  to  dock 
plus  deeper  draft  vessels  carrying  salt 

(7)  Federal  Maintenance  of  Seaway 
Depth  at  OB&PA. — ^Ibe  authorized 
project  depth  at  the  OB&PA  channel 
area  b  19  feet  In  1970,  with  the  aid  of 
New  York  State  and  the  Economic 
Development  Administration,  the  Port 
Authority  improved  their  port  facilities 
and  dredged  the  19-foot  Federal  channel 
to  27  feet  frx)m  their  dock  to  the  main 
navigation  channel  in  the  St  Lawrence 
River.  Thb  plan  would  involve 
incorporation  of  this  27-foot  depth  into 
the  Federal  maintenance  progrjam. 

(8)  Extend  OB&PS  Seaway  Depth 
Around  Dock. — ^This  plan  would  also 
involve  dredging  a  27-foot  deep  berthing 
channel  about  200  feet  wide,  along  the 
north  and  east  sides  of  the  OB&PA  dock. 
The  hard  shoal  area  would  be  diked  as 
necessary  to  contain  the  dredged 
material. 

(9)  Extend  OB&PA  Channel  1,000  Feet 
SouAerly. — Thb  plan  would  involve 
extending  OB&PA’s  27-foot  deep 
channel  1,000  feet  southerly  along  the 
dty  firont  channel.  A  diked  disposal  area 
would  be  constructed  in  the  h^  shoal 
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area  of  the  lower  basin  to  contain  the 
dredged  material. 

Public  Involvement:  A  Public  Meeting 
was  held  by  the  Corps  in  May  1976  to 
initiate  the  study  and  find  who  the  study 
participants  would  be  and  what  their 
interests  are.  Twenty-two  persons  were 
in  attendance  representing  the  following 
interests: 

The  Ogdensburg  Bridge  and  Port  Authority 

(OB&PA). 

Loi»l  Longshoremen’s  Union. 

Augsbury  Corporation. 

Black  River-St.  Lawrence  Economic 

Development  Commission. 

St.  Lawrence  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Sea  Grant  Institute. 

City  of  Ogdensburg. 

Corps  of  Engineers. 

The  OB&PA  is  the  primary  proponent 
for  the  harbor  improvements,  as  is  the 
Augsbury  Corporation.  The 
longshoremen  are  interested  in  any 
improvements  to  the  harbor  that  will 
attract  more  trade,  hence,  more  job 
security.  Because  St.  Lawrence  County, 
of  whi^  Ogdensburg  is  a  part,  is  an 
economically  depressed  area,  the  Black 
River-St.  Lawrence  Economic 
Development  Commission,  the  St. 
Lawrence  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
the  city  of  Ogdensburg  have  a  keen 
interest  in  any  improvements  in  the  area 
that  may  give  an  uplift  to  the  economy. 

a.  Meetings  and  Representatives — 
Since  the  inception  of  this  study, 
numerous  small  meetings  have  been 
held  to  obtain  information.  The 
organizations  and  interested  parties  that 
participated  in  the  meetings  were 
selected  on  the  basis  of  their  interest, 
involvement  and  relation  to  the  study. 

b.  Issues — Significant  issues  to  be 
analyzed  in  the  DEIS  will  include  a 
determination  of  the  extent,  in  degree 
and  kind,  to  which  the  selected  plan  {md 
any  reasonable  alternatives  mi^i 
positively  or  negatively  impact  upon  the 
human  and  natural  environments,  to 
include  fish  and  wildlife  habitat  areas, 
plants,  water  quality,  aesthetic  quality 
of  the  area,  cultural  resources,  and  the 
equitable  distribution  and  stability  of 
income. 

c.  Scoping  Meeting — ^Due  to  extensive 
coordination  and  plaiming  with  other 
governmental  agencies  and  concerned 
public  already  conducted,  a  scoping 
meeting  will  not  be  held. 

d.  Availability — ^This  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will  be 
made  available  to  the  public  on  or  about 
30  June  1979. 

AOORCSS:  Questions  about  the  proposed 
action  and  the  DEIS  can  be  answered 
by:  IHiilip  E.  Bericeley,  U.S.  Army 
Engineer  District,  Bv^alo,  1776  Niagara 
Street  Buffalo,  NY  14207  716-676-5454. 


Dated:  June  6, 1979. 

Hwinas  R.  Bnon, 

-LTC.  Corps  of  Engineers,  Deputy  District 
Engineer, 

(PR  Doc.  7»-ia4a5  PSed  6-13-70;  SM  ami 

MLLMQ  cooc  sne-op-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  a  Revieed  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  (ROES)  for  a 
Recreation  Complex  on  the  Snyder 
and  Winnebago  Oxbow  Lakee, 
Woodbury,  County,  kma 

agency:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Omaha  District. 

action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
RDES. 


summary:  1.  The  proposed  recreation 
complex  is  located  along  and  adjacent 
to  the  Missouri  River  between  river 
miles  709.0  and  716.5  (1960  mileage). 

Two  oxbow  lakes,  Snyder  and 
Winnebago  Lakes,  which  are 
abandoned  Missouri  River  channels 
resulting  from  navigation  channel 
construction,  will  be  developed  into  a 
public  recreation  complex.  The 
proposed  recreation  complex  will 
feature  typical  water  oriented  types  of 
recreation  including  fishing,  power 
boating,  water  skiing,  and  swimming. 
Other  nonwater  types  of  recreation  will 
include  picnicking,  camping,  outdoor 
games;  hunting,  bird  watching,  natiure 
study  and  sightseeing.  The  local  sponsor 
for  the  project  is  the  State  of  Iowa. 

2.  Reasonable  alternatives  include 
varying  levels  of  recreational 
development  and  no  action. 

3.  Any  agency,  organization,  or 
individual  desiring  to  participate  in  the 
RDES  process  is  encouraged  to  do  so  by 
contacting  the  individual  identified  later 
in  this  notice.  Public  involvement  to  date 
has  been  limited  to  discussions  with 
affected  public  bodies.  No  public 
meetings  will  be  held  prior  to  the  filing 
of  the  ^ES.  A  public  meeting  may, 
however,  be  scheduled  subsequent  to 
publication  of  the  RDES  if  public 
interest  indicates  such  a  need.  There  are 
no  significant  issues  which  have  been 
identified.  The  project  is  also  subject  to 
the  Historic  Preservation  Act;  the 
Endangered  Species  Act;  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Coordination  Act;  Executive 
Order  11988  on  Flood  Plains;  and 
Executive  Order  11990  on  Wetlands. 

4.  There  will  be  no  scoping  meeting. 

5.  The  RDES  should  be  available  for 
public  review  in  July  1979. 

ADDRESS:  Questions  about  the  proposed 
action  and  RDES  can  be  answered  by: 
Richard  Gorton;  Chief  Environmental 
Analysis  Branch;  Omaha  District,  CE; 


6014  United  States  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse;  Omaha,  Nebraska  68102. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

John  E.  VeMiradsky,  - 

Chief,  Piatming  Division,  Omaha,  District,  CE 

|FR  Doc  76-18546  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  COOC  3710-CW-M 


Intsnt  To  Propars  a  Draft 
Envlronmantal  Impact  Statamant 
(DEIS)  for  tha  Sims  Bayou,  Taxas  Civil 
Works  Flood  Protaction  Project 

agency:  Galveston  District,  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  DOD. 

action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
DEIS. 


summary:  1.  'The  proposed  action  to  be 
addressed  in  the  DEIS  is  flood 
protection  for  Sims  Bayou  in  southeast 
Texas.  The  proposed  project  would 
provide  improved  flood  protection  to  the 
watershed  area  including  a  portion  of 
the  City  of  Houston. 

2.  Alternatives  to  be  considered  in  the 
DEIS  include  structural  and 
nonstructural  measures  with  two  or 
more  structural  flood  damage  reduction 
plans,  and  no  action. 

3. a.  Coordination  of  the  project  has 
included  a  public  meeting,  local  public 
workshop  sessions,  and  a  preliminary 
evaluation  by  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  The  initial  public  meeting  was 
held  in  Houston,  Texas  on  1  March  1975, 
to  obtain  public  views  and  preferences. 
Alternative  plans  will  be  developed  in 
accordance  with  Corps  of  Engineers’ 
regulations,  considering  the  views 
expressed  by  the  public  and  agencies  of 
the  local.  State,  and  Federal 
governments.  Alternative  solutions  will 
be  presented  at  another  public  meeting. 
The  selected  plan  of  improvement  will 
be  coordinated  with  all  concerned  prior 
to  completion  of  a  Feasibility  Report. 

b.  Some  important  environmental 
considerations  to  be  analyzed  as  a 
result  of  past  coordination  and 
participation  include:  (1)  Archeological 
survey,  (2)  erosion  control. 

c.  Coordination  and  consultation  will 
continue  with  appropriate  local.  State, 
and  Federal  agencies  and  the  interested 
public. 

d.  Other  environmental  consultation 
and  review  will  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  various  laws  and 
regulations. 

4.  A  public  meeting  specifically  to 
determine  the  scope  of  the  DEIS  is  not 
planned  at  this  time.  However,  the 
scoping  process  will  be  accomplished  in 
conjunction  with  future  public  meetings 
and  workshops  and  through  all  previous 
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and  future  input  to  studies  for  the 
project. 

5.  The  DEIS  is  scheduled  to  be 
available  to  the  public  in  October  1980. 
ADDRESS:  Questions  about  the  proposed 
action  and  DEIS  can  be  answered  by 
Mr.  C.  R.  Harbaugh,  Chief, 
Environmental  Resources  Branch, 
Galveston  District,  Corps  of  Engineers, 
P.O.  Box  1229,  Galveston,  Texas  77553, 
(713)  763-1211,  extension  492. 

Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Hinton  Y.  Crockett,  Jr., 

Major,  Corps  of  Engineers  Acting  District 
Engineer. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18615  Filed  fr-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3710-6K-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  a  Proposed 
Rood  Control  Project,  Haikey  Creek, 
Tulsa  County,  Okla. 

aqency:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
DOD  Tulsa  District. 
action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  a 
Draft  Environment  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS). _ 

summary:  The  primary  purpose  for  this 
project  is  to  provide  standard  project 
flood  protection  to  39  single  family 
residents  in  the  Haikey  Creek 
Watershed,  Tulsa  County,  Oklahoma. 

2.  Reasonable  Alternatives.  The 
alternatives  evaluated  include:  no 
action,  flood  plain  evacuation,  flood- 
proohng  existing  structures,  upstream 
flood  retarding  dams,  levees  plus 
flowage  easements,  levee  plus 
evacuation,  levee  plus  channel,  channel 
modifications,  diversion  and 
combination  levees,  channel  and 
flowage  assesments. 

3.  Scoping  Process,  a.  Public 
Involvement.  A  comprehensive  public 
involvement  program  was  developed  as 
a  means  of  disseminating  information 
and  soliciting  public  involvement.  A 
variety  of  techniques  including  formal 
public  meetings,  public  hearings,  public 
workshops,  advisory  committees  and 
periodic  statements  to  the  local  news 
media  were  employed  to  involve 
organizations.  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies,  citizen  committees,  and  the 
interested  public  in  the  planning  studies. 

b.  Significant  Issues  Requiring  Indepth 
Analysis.  None. 

c.  Assisgnments.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Siervice  is  preparing  a 
Coordination  Act  Report. 

d.  Environmental  Review  and 
Consultation  Requirements.  The  draft 
statement  will  be  circulated  for  review, 
and  all  comments  will  be  incorporated 
into  the  Bnal  environmental  statement. 


4.  Scoping  meeting  will  not  be  held. 

5.  Estimated  date  when  the  DEIS  will 
be  available. 

ADDRESS:  Mr.  Buell  O.  Atkins,  Chief, 
Environmental  Resources  Branch,  U.S 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Tulsa  District, 
PO  Box  61.  Tulsa  OK  74121,  (918)  581- 
7857. 

Dated:  June  6, 1979. 

Richard  W.  Mattes, 

Acting  District  Engineer. 

(FR  Ooc.  79-18547  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 
nLUNO  COOE  3710-39-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

National  Petroleum  Council,  Task 
Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  task 
group  of  the  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources  will  meet 
in  June  1979.  The  National  Petroleum 
Council  was  established  to  provide 
advice,  information,  and 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  on  matters  relating  to  oil  and 
natural  gas  or  the  oil  and  natural  gas 
industries.  The  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources  will 
analyze  the  potential  constraints  in 
these  areas  which  may  inhibit  future 
production  and  will  report  its  findings  to 
the  National  Petroleum  Council.  Its 
analysis  and  Bndings  will  be  based  on 
information  and  data  to  be  gathered  by 
the  various  task  groups.  The  task  group 
scheduling  a  meeting  is  the  Devonian 
Shale  Task  Group.  The  time,  location 
and  agenda  of  the  meeting  follows: 

The  third  meeting  of  the  Devonian 
Shale  Task  Group  will  be  held  on 
Thursday,  June  21, 1979,  starting  at  9:00 
a.m..  Conference  Room,  Continental  Inn, 
801  New  Circle  Road,  N.W.,  Lexington, 
Kentucky. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
follows: 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  Chairman  and 
Government  Cochairman. 

2.  Discussion  of  the  report  outline  of  the 
Devonian  Shale  Task  Group. 

3.  Review  of  preliminary  results  of  the 
Devonian  Shale  Task  Group. 

4.  Review  of  the  Devonian  Shale  Task 
Group's  assignments. 

5.  Discussion  of  any  other  metters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Devonian 
Shale  Task  Group. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
chairman  of  the  task  group  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  tile  a  written  statement  with 


the  task  group  will  be  permitted  to  do 
so.  either  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Members  of  the  public  who  wish  to 
make  oral  statements  should  inform 
Lucio  A.  D’ Andrea,  Office  of  Resource 
Applications,  202/633-9482,  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will 
be  made  for  their  appearance  on  the 
agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  die 
Freedom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room,  Room  GA 152,  DOE,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  7, 1979. 
R.  Dobie  Langenkamp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Oil,  Natural  Gas 
and  shale  Resources,  Resource  Applications. 

June  7, 1979. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18477  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOE  648(M)1-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Refiners  Crude  Oil  Allocation  Program; 
Supplemental  Notice  of  Allocation 
Period  of  April  1, 1979,  Through  Sept 
30, 1979 

The  notice  specified  in  10  CFR 
211.65(g)  of  the  refiners'  crude  oil 
allocation  (buy/ sell)  program  for  the 
allocation  period  of  April  1, 1979, 
through  September  30, 1979,  was  issued 
March  30, 1979  (44  FR  21062,  April  9. 
1979).  Subsequent  to  the  publication  of 
this  Notice,  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  assigned  emergency 
allocations  for  the  months  of  April,  May, 
and  June  1979,  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.65(c)(2)  to  a  number  of  refiner- 
buyers  and  issued  supplemental  buy/ 
sell  lists  on  April  11, 1979,  (44  FR  24336, 
April  25. 1979)  and  May  16, 1979,  (44  FR 
29955,  May  23, 1979).  The  ERA  hereby 
issues  a  third  supplemental  buy/sell  list 
for  the  allocation  period  of  April  1, 1979, 
through  September  30, 1979,  which  sets 
forth  an  emergency  allocation  for  the 
months  of  Jime  and  July  1979,  assigned 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.65(c)(2),  as 
amended  on  April  27, 1979,  (44  FR  26060, 
May  4, 1979). 

The  supplemental  buy/sell  list  for  the 
allocation  period  April  1, 1979,  through 
September  30, 1979,  is  set  forth  as  an 
appendix  to  this  notice.  The  list  includes 
the  name  of  the  small  refiner  granted  an 
emergency  allocation  for  the  months  of 
June  and  July  1979  and  its  eligible 
refinery;  Ae  quantity  of  crude  oil  the 
refiner  is  eligible  to  purchase;  the  fixed 
percentage  share  for  each  refiner-seller; 
the  quantity  of  crude  oil  that  each 
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refiner-seller  is  obligated  to  offer  for 
sale  to  refiner-buyers  pursuant  to  the 
supplemental  buy/sell  notice  for  the 
April  1. 1979,  through  September  30, 

1979,  allocation  period  issued  May  16, 
1979;  the  new  total  sales  obligation  of 
each  refiner-seller,  which  reflects  each 
refiner-seller’s  obligation  to  sell  to  the 
refiner-buyer  for  the  emergency 
allocation  listed  herein:  and  the  total 
sales  obligation  for  all  refiner-sellers. 

’The  allocation  for  the  small  refiner  on 

the  supplemental  buy/ sell  list  was _ 

deten^ed  in  accor^ice  with  10  CFR  ~ 
211.65(c)(2).  Sales  obligations  for  refiner- 
sellers  were  determined  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  211.65  (e)  and  (f). 

The  buy/sell  list  covers  PAD  Districts 
I  through  V,  and  amounts  shown  are  in 
barrels  of  42  gallons  each,  for  the 
specified  period.  Pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.65(f),  each  refiner-sellers  shall  offer 
for  sale  during  an  allocation  period, 
directly  or  through  exchanges  to  refiner- 
buyers,  a  quantity  of  crude  oil  equal  to 
that  refiner-seller’s  sales  obligation  plus 
any  volume  that  the  ERA  directs  the 
re^er-seller  to  sell  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
Section  21.65(j). 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.65(h),  each 
refiner-buyer  and  refiner-seUer  is 
required  to  report  to  ERA  in  writing  or 
by  telegram  the  details  of  each 
transaction  under  the  buy/sell  list 
within  forty-eight  hours  of  the 
completion  of  arrangements  therefor. 
Each  report  must  identify  the  refiner- 
seller,  the  refiner-buyer,  the  refineries  to 
which  the  crude  oil  is  to  be  delivered, 
the  volumes  of  crude  oil  sold  or 
purchased,  and  the  period  over  which 
the  delivery  is  expected  to  take  place. 

'The  procedures  of  10  CFR  211.65(j) 
provide  that  if  a  sale  is  not  agreed  upon 
subsequent  to  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice,  a  refiner-buyer  that  has  not 
been  able  to  negotiate  a  contract  to 
purchase  crude  oil  may  request  that  the 
ERA  direct  one  or  more  refiner-sellers  to 
sell  a  suitable  type  of  crude  oil  to  such 
refiner-buyer.  Such  request  must  be 
received  by  the  ERA  no  later  than  20 
days  after  the  publication  date  of  this 
supplemental  buy/sell  notice.  Upon  such 
request,  the  ERA  may  direct  one  or  more 
re^er-sellers  that  have  not  completed 
their  requirea  sales  to  sell  crude  oil  to 
the  refiner-buyer. 

In  directing  refiner-sellers  to  make 
such  sales,  ERA  will  consider  the 
percentage  of  each  refiner-seller’s  sales 
obligation  for  the  allocation  period  that 
has  been  sold  as  reported  pursuant  to 
Section  211.65(h),  as  well  as  the  refiner- 
seller  or  sellers  that  can  best  be 
expected  to  consummate  a  particular 
directed  sale.  If,  in  ERA’S  opinion,  a 
valid  directed  sale  request  cannot 


reasonably  be  expected  to  be 
consummated  by  a  refiner-seller  diat 
has  not  completed  all  or  substantially  all 
of  its  sales  obligation  for  the  allocation 
period,  the  ERA  may  issue  one  or  more 
directed  sales  orders  that  would  result 
in  one  or  more  refiner-sellers  selling 
more  than  their  published  sales 
obligations  for  that  allocation  period.  In 
such  cases,  the  refiner-seller  or  sellers 
will  receive  a  barrel-for-barrel  reduction 
in  their  sales  obligations  for  the  next 
allocation  period  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.65(f)(3)(ti). 

If  the  refiner-buyer  declines  to 
purchase  the  crude  oil  specified  by  ERA, 
the  rights  of  that  refiner-buyer  to 
purchase  that  volume  of  crude  oil  are 
forfeited  during  this  allocation  period, 
provided  that  Ae  refiner-seller  or 
refiner-sellers  have  fully  complied  with 
the  provision  of  10  CFR  211.65. 

Refiner-buyers  making  requests  for 
directei^sales  must  document  their 
inability  to  purchase  crude  oil  from 
refiner-sellers  by  supplying  the 
following  i^ormation  to  EPA: 

(i)  Name'  of  the  refiner-buyer  and  of 
the  person  authorized  to  act  for  the 
refiner-buyer  in  buy/sell  program 
transactions. 

(ii)  Name  and  location  of  the 
refineries  for  which  crude  oil  has  been 
sought,  the  amount  of  crude  oil  sought 
for  each  refinery,  and  the  technical 
specifications  of  crude  oils  that  have 
historically  been  processed  in  each 
refinery. 

(iii)  Statement  of  any  restrictions, 
limitations,  or  constraints  on  the  refiner- 
buyer’s  purchases  of  crude  oil, 
particularly  concerning  the  manner  or 
time  of  deliveries. 

(iv)  Names  and  locations  of  all 
refiner-sellers  from  which  crude  oil  has 
been  sought  under  the  buy/sell  notice, 
the  refineries  for  which  crude  oil  has 
been  sought,  and  the  voliune  and 
specifications  of  the  crude  oil  sought 
from  each  refiner-seller. 

(v)  The  response  of  each  refiner-seller 
to  which  a  request  to  purchase  crude  oil 
has  been  made,  and  the  name  and 
telephone  number  of  the  individual 
contacted  at  each  such  refiner-seller. 

(vi)  Such  other  pertinent  information 
as  E^  may  request. 

All  reports  and  applications  made 
under  this  notice  should  be  addressed 
to:  Chief,  Crude  Oil  Allocation  Branch, 
20th  Street  Postal  Station,  P.O.  Box 
19028,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Copies  of  the  decisions  and  orders 
assigning  the  emergency  allocations 
listed  herein,  as  well  as  the  applications. 


may  be  obtained  finm:  Economic 
Re^atory  Administration.  Public 
Information  Office,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Rm.  BllO,  Washington,  D.C.  20461  (202) 
6344-2170. 

*1110  ERA  Public  Information  Office 
also  has  available  copies  of  pending 
applications  for  emergency  allocations 
under  the  buy/sell  program. 

ERA  requires  each  applicant  for  an 
emergency  allocation  to  serve  all 
refiner-sellers  with  a  copy  of  its 
application.  Comments  on  such 
application  will  be  accepted  by  ERA  if 
filed  within  eight  days  of  service  of  the 
application. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to 
Subpart  G  of  DOE’s  regulations 
governing  its  administrative  procedures 
and  sanctions,  10  CFR  Part  205.  Any 
person  aggrieved  hereby  may  file  an 
appeal  with  DOEs  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  in  accordance  with 
Subpart  H  of  10  CFR  Part  205.  Any  such 
appeal  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  July  16, 
1979. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C  June  8, 1979.  . 
Doris  J.  Dewton, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Fuels 
Regulation,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Appendix 

The  Buy/Sell  list  for  the  period  April  1, 
1979,  through  September  30, 1979,  is  hereby 
amended  to  reflect  an  emergency  allocation 
for  the  months  of  June  and  July  1979, 
reductions  in  allocatioiu  previously  issued 
and  the  resulting  changes  in  sales  obligations 
of  refiner-sellers.  The  amended  list  sets  forth 
the  name  of  each  refiner-seller,  the  volumes 
of  crude  oil  that  each  such  refiner-seller  is 
required  to  offer  for  sale  to  refiner-buyers, 
emergency  allocations  for  the  months  of  June 
and  July  1979,  and  reductioiu  in  allocations 
previously  issued.  The  amended  list  does  not 
reflect  volumes  sold  by  refiner-sellers  for  the 
April  1. 1979,  through  September  30, 1979, 
allocation  period. 
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Emergency  ANocetlon  for  June  and  July  1979 


June  1979  July  1979 

Refiner  '  Refinery  location  allocation  allocation 

(batrala)  (tMrrels) 


CRA,lnc _ _ _  Coffeyville,  Kana .  542.880  488,932 


Reductions  m  Auocations 

ERA  has  been  notified  by  three  small  refiners  with  June  1979  allocations  fissued  with  the  supplemental  notice  of  May  16. 
1979)  that  they  have  been  able  to  purchase  additional  crude  oil  outside  the  Buy/SeM  Program.  This  oil  was  not  considered  in 
determining  these  refiners'  emergency  eNocations.  Therefore,  the  June  allocations  for  the  three  refiners  wW  be  reduced  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


Original 

Amended 

Refiner 

June 

'June 

alocation 

alocation 

National  Cooperative  Refinery  Association - - - - - 

352,350 

234,568 

southern  Union  Refining  Cornpany - - 

114,330 

0 

GuH  States  Oil  and  Refining  Company - - - 

95,820 

0 

(Barrels) 

Total  previously  published  allocations . — .... - - - - 

22,431,358 

Emergency  allocation  (June) . . . . . 

542,880 

EmargarKy  alocation  (July) . . . 

488,932 

Less: 

NCRA . . . 

117,782 

—  Southern  Union . - . . . 

114,330 

Gulf  States . . . 

95,820 

. 

(327,832) 

Total  alocations . .  ..  . 

23,135,239 

|FR  Doc.  79-18478.  Filed  8-13-79: 8:45  am) 
MLUNQ  CODE  94S0-01-M 


Action  Taken  on  Consent  Orders 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 

Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  Settlements. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  Notice 
that  Consent  Orders  were  entered  into 
between  the  ERA  and  the  firms  listed 
below  during  the  month  of  May  1979. 


Fsm  name  aiKl  address  SeMemenl  amount 


Wholesale  LP  Qas.  bic..  Co-  65.000.02 

kimbus.  MS  39701. 


Harringlon  LP  Gas  Co..  Olive  22.017.20 

Branch.  MS  38654. 


Super  Oil  Co..  Johnaon  Qly.  15^011.43 

TN  37601. 


Meason  Operating  Co..  Nat-  82,109.27 

Chez.  MS  39120. 


Issued  in  Atlanta,  Georgia  on  the  4th  day 
of  June  1979. 

James  C  Eaaterday, 

District  Manager. 


The  Consent  Orders  represents  a 
settlement  between  the  DOE  and  the 
firms  involving  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding  any 
penalties  and  interest.  For  Consent 
Orders  involving  sums  of  $500,000  or 
more.  Notice  will  be  separately 
published  in  the  Feder^  Register.  These 
Consent  Orders  are  concerned 
exclusively  with  payment  of  the 
settlement  amounts  to  injured  parties  for 


Product  Period  Covered 


Approved  as  to  Legal  Form: 
L.  F.  Bittner, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel. 


overcharges  made  by  the  specified 
companies  during  the  time  periods 
indicated  below,  through  direct  refunds 
or  rollbacks  of  prices. 

For  further  iitformation  regarding  this 
Consent  Order,  please  contact  James  C. 
Easterday,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southeast  District, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
1655  Peachtree  Street,  NE,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30309,  telephone  number  (404) 
881-2661. 


Recipients  of  setUemenC 


Propane .  11/1/73-3/31/74  Lampion  Love,  Lodsn  Butane.  Northeast  Butane,  Amoty 

Butane,  IMlad  Propane,  Borden  Butane,  Mann  Pro¬ 
pane,  QuN  States  Ceramic,  Baker  Qas  S  01,  Putnam 
Gas,  True  Tamper,  Bel  LiquMad  Peadeum,  Benake 
,  Corp.,  Southern  Gas,  Algas  Service,  Hallay  Butane, 
Coomba  Gas,  Noxubee  HMon  01,  Sartain  Qas, 
Karr-McGee  Chemical,  Alcoa,  Covington  Propane, 
Ackerman  Butane 

Propane .  11/1/73-4/30/76  Mkl-Soulh  Galvanizing.  B.  F.  Qoodheh.  Hoiday  fcm  Uni- 

varsily.  Modem  Plastics,  Hoiday  Inn  Airport,  Keene 
PnfprwBlinn.  Uniligers  Corp.,  Residenlial  PiisIniTieri. 
Fvin  CmiofiKfi 

Gasolne.  Mkkfle  DMMatos . . .  11/1/73-10/31/74  Large  Volume  Jobbers,  Tennessee  Transport  Rssslsrs. 

Va  Transport  Resslors.  Tankwagon  Rssslsrs.  North 
Carolna  Transport  Rssslsrs.  Super  Oullels— Ful 
Service,  Mack  Hopaon,  Tankwagon  Consumers, 
Transport  Consumers,  Tankwagon  Reseler/Retalsr 

CrodeOI -  9/1/73-3/31/77  Escrowed  to  ERA  dkect  md  through  Ashlwid  01,  Inc. 

tor  distrixitlon  In  a  )ust  and  equitable  manner  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  appicable  laws  arxl  regulations. 


(FR  Doc.  79-18449  Filed  8-13-79: 8:45  am) 
BNXMQ  CODE  64S0-01-M 
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Action  Taken  on  Consent  Orders 

AQENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  Agreements.  > 

tuiniASV:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  Notice 
that  Consent  O^ers  were  entered  into 
between  the  ERA  and  the  firms  listed 
below  during  the  months  of  Apr)l  and 
May  1979.  The  Consent  Orders  represent 
agreements  between  the  DOE  and  the 


firms  which  involve  a  reduction  of  the 
selling  prices  for  gasoline  to  be  in 
compliance  with  die  Federal  Energy 
pricing  regulations.  These  Consent 
Orders  are  concerned  exclusively  with 
the  consenting  firm’s  current  compliance 
with  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  and  Price  Regulations  and  do 
not  address  the  possible  non-compliance 
with  these  regulations  prior  to  the  date 
of  the  audit  These  Consent  Orders 
require  consenting  firms  to  come  into 
compliance  with  legal  requirements  by 


reducing  selling  prices  to  established 
lawful  level  for  each  grade  of  gasoline 
sold,  to  properly  post  maximum  lawful 
selling  prices  and  to  properly  maintain 
requi^  records.  All  consenting  firms 
are  retailers  of  gasoline  as  defined  in  10 
CFR  Section  212.31  of  the  Federal 
Energy  guidelines. 

For  further  information  regarding 
these  Consent  Orders,  please  contact 
James  C.  Easterday.  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement  1055  ^achtree  Street  NE. 
Adanta.  Georgia  30309,  telephone 
number  404-881-2601. 


nm  ntm*  nd  addrM 


MarllraiAMtnaEjoiaaMkniin. . . 

Enad  Ana,  MM.  R. _ 

MiHwayi  Aliwea.  HMniMl.  R _ 

^Mn'n  Enon,  Tanpa,  R.. . . . 

MW*  Tmm  SanM  Tampa,  R. . . . 

WiiiMiiii  at.  Tampa.  R. . . . . . 

Sanlaha  Taaaco.  OtMta.  R _ _ 

MMr’a  SandWm  UoM.  (Mandp.  R.„_ . . 

Souli  Trai  Ameoo,  CWawdo.  R _ 

Chuea'a  Sapar  Santoa.  Ortanda,  R . . 

CIM  Tmm  OrtaiM  R. . . . . 

Adantc  Baaoh  Amooa  Adamie  Baaoh  R . 

UnMmiGMaSMca.  JacaiomMR.— — 

IWdand  Shta,  JackaonuMa,  R- _ _ 

Qipaa  Parti  Crtawoia  Jaohaomrtia,  R . . 

Oda  Waaa  MoU.  JadiaomiWa.  R . . 

Mbab  UMon  7a,  JadaonM  R. _ 

HsndMckA  Enofk  JsclMfMlic  . 

Wpaa  Cbawon.  QalnaaiM  R _ — _ 

(TNaia't  tlandwd.  Oamaandia.  R . . 

rtoyai  Parti  Shal  Sar.,  QabiamMa.  R . 

Bafa  Chaatpn  Sandoa,  Jaohaomrtto.  R  ■■ 

Aaport  Ejnon,  JaobaonrtBa  PL . . . 

CMd  Gadana  Eoan.  Wcbmond,  VA - 

WMort'a  Taaaoo  Sandoai  Rkbmond, 

CaclaBT«aoo.nchmandlVA _ 

Oaa  Slop  Airtp  Sbep,  HcMmonA  VA 

QIaaaoo  Amooa,  Rcbmondl  VA _ 

Bandatald  Houli  Eaain.  Wcbmend.  VA _ 

8prtnadila  Shat.  Mohmondt  VA _ 

Piimf  Poad  Sandoa  Canlof,  ftchmondL  VA  «... 
Huguanel  Emon  Sarviotniir,  MModami,  VA«. 
RkAapdMn*a  Taimoa  Sandoa.  RcbiaonA  VA« 
EnMy  HBa  Taaooi  Cbamblaa,  OA . . 


M10 

.0196 

03t0 

.oaao 


oaoo  ...A. 

.oaas  _ da... 


_ dDi _ 

,  . 

..-..ao. _ 

.  ...A _ 

.._dA . 

— .dD - 

009  . da«. 

.010  «..dai- 
.012  — da.. 
.020  _...da... 

.019  _ dai- 

4119 _ da.. 

.006  . .da... 

JOa  .....da.. 
ins  _ da. 


ACQaucrtAulaSaniica.AaaMa.QA _ 

Jortnaon'a  Amartcan  Sandoa.  AdanlA  QA . . 

PMmoM  Ponca  da  loon  SUL.  ABama  QA  „ 
Poauoa  dandMi  Srtat  Sanrtoai  AdaMa  QA.. 

Jm-a  Srtal  Vbtfnia  BaacA  VA _ 

Vduertan^SanacoMar.IrtrgaiiaBaacAVA _ 

Hammafa  Taaaoa  Mramia  Baach.  VA . . 


ASP  la 

acrtlauoMLSP 


Wiaofa  CortMT  Emm  Wortotu  VA... 

Abport  Eioumv  RaonobOi  YA . . . 

HaMrtbaiBai  ShaA  Roanofea.VA _ 

Plamatan  Eboi  HoQnai  VA . 


Qtoaa  Qua  Sandoa,  AaaMa.  OA - ; — 

Joa  Jortnaon'a  OuS.  VaraaOaa,  KY _ — «. 

SoeamooVa  Tomoo.  VmoaQaa.  KV - 

Partmar  Emm  laMnaM  KY - 

Matbu  SrtoA  LaMiQBn.  KY - ^ - 

Wiaal  Pfaiddort  Emmoa  PrtMddort.  KY _ 

MuraMana  SlandBd.  loulaiMa.  KY - 

HOMungfa  OdI,  LoUMBa  KY - 

VofoaQaa  Rdl  MaiartioA  ladnaloA  KY . . 

Partma>  Qua.  lanwnoabiaB  KY - 

Orada  Lana  EnoA  Ladartaa.  KY - 

llac0liam6  9onaPtiMpaaAlouai(Qa.  KY- 
JaBamomdOa  Eioba  JoQoMonidaA  M. ...... 


nedud 

Partod 

. .do. _ 

_ dOL..» . 

do, _ 

dOA 

, ,,  do . 

.do _ 

...  ..do.. . . 

VOD  SHWWw  9N«INwNo  ^  v  .«««»» 

OaortM*"  E  i'Ed  Srtal.  QaafgaloiMi,  M... . 

Jm  Darta  Slandwd.  VMay  SMBon.  KY - 

EdBa'a  WoodAa  Tmmoo.  Oiaanaboia.  NC - 

AtAflotd  Enon  SMVion»  Qiwniboi^ 

PaBK'a  TanacA  Oraanaboro.  NC - - 

Ml  Hopa  TanacA  Qraanabore,  NC - 

Srtal  Samoa  Oanlar.  CrtartoBA  NC - — 

John  T.  Huaa  EnoA  CrtartoBa.  NC«^..« . 

MMon'a  TaaaoA  CrtartoBA  NC - 

JohnOartaAlne..CrtartoaANC - 

EaNuiir  TaaaoA  OiartoBA  NC - 

Wartoma  Cmhoa  Bbinhi^iam,  Al  i  . . . 

Sandan  Oman  Sprtnaa  Amoco,  itomawocd.  AL 

Pool  VaaMuia  Tanaca.  Bbrnaapiam.  AL - 

Pad  A  Cemomo  Gdl.  Sanlnartam.  AL - 

Oman  Vatay  Srtdl  Noeuar,  AL _ 

Ca^<^  SmoA  SVniln^M  Al . . .... 

SoMNTa  Amoco,  FMMdoA  KY  . . 


Issued  in  Atlanta.  Geingia,  on  the  4th  day 
of  June,  1979. 

James  C  Eastatday, 

DiaUict  Manager  of  Enforcement 

Approved  as  to  legal  fonn: 

L.F.  Bittner. 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel 

pit  Doc  7Q-1S44S  FUad  S-M-TSe  B4B  am] 

MUJHQ  OOOC  S40Sdl1-M 


CMitury  OH  llanagmiMnt,  Inc.;  Action 
Taken  on  Concent  Order 

aocncy:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Eneigy. 

action:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. _ 

euMMAiry:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 


34190 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  116  /  Thursday.  June  14.  1979  /  Notices 


of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
conunent  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1979. 

COMMENTS  by:  July  16. 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Jack  L 
Wood,  District  Manager  of  Enforcement, 
111  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco.  CA 
94111. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  L  Wood,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  111  Pine  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111,  phone:  (415)  556- 
7200. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

29. 1979,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
Century  Oil  Management,  Inc.,  (COM)  of 
Santa  Ana,  California.  Under  10  CFR 
205.199) (b),  a  Consent  Order  which 
involves  a  sum  of  less  than  $500,000  in 
the  aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution. 

The  Consent  Order 

COM,  with  its  home  ofRce  located  in 
Santa  Ana,  California,  is  a  hrm  engaged 
in  the  production  and  sale  of  crude  oil, 
and  is  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts  210,  211, 

212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  OfHce  of 
Enforcement  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
COM,  the  Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA, 
and  COM  entered  into  a  Consent  Order, 
the  significant  terms  of  which  are  as 
follows: 

1.  COM  is  the  operator  of  the  Judkins 
lease  and  Sentinal  A  Lease  in  Kern 
County,  California. 

2.  COM  produced  212,768  barrels  of  * 
crude  oil  ^m  the  Judkins  Lease  during 
the  period  September  1, 1976  through 
April  30, 1978,  which  amount  was  sold 
to  Coastal  Independent  Refining  and 
Sebring  Associates  at  exempt  oil  prices 
based  upon  certiHcation  of  the  lease  as 
a  stripper  well  property. 

3.  The  DOE  contends  that  the  lease 
was  not  eligible  for  the  stripper  well 
exemption  for  any  period  prior  to 
November  1, 1978  and  that  COM  should 
not  have  received  payments  in  excess  of 
the  lower  and  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  as 
prescribed  by  10  CFR  212.73  and  212.74 
during  the  period  in  question. 

4.  Payments  received  by  COM  from 
Coastal  Independent  Refining  and 
Sebring  Associates  in  excess  of  the 


applicable  lower  and  upper  tier  ceiling 
price  during  the  period  ^ptember  1. 

1976  through  April  30. 1978  totaled 
$229,667.66  and  $2,767.01,  respectively. 

5.  COM  produced  approximately 
26,105  barrels  of  crude  oil  from  Sentinal 
A  during  the  period  January  1, 1976 
through  April  30, 1978  at  upper  tier 
prices  based  upon  their  BrcL 
certification  of  the  lease. 

6.  The  DOE  contends  that  COM  used 
an  incorrect  BPCL  for  the  Sentinal  A 
lease  until  May  1978  when  the  lease 
qualified  for  the  stripper  well 
exemption.  Therefore,  COM  should  not 
have  received  payments  in  excess  of  the 
lower  tier  ceiling  price  as  prescribed  by 
10  CFR  212.73  during  the  period  in 
question  for  the  number  of  barrels 
stated  in  paragraph  5. 

•  7.  Payments  received  by  COM  in 
excess  of  the  applicable  lower  tier 
ceiling  price  during  January  1, 1976 
throu^  April  30, 1978  were  from  the 
following  companies  in  the  amoimts 
shown:  Witco  Chemical — $2,196.55;  San 
Joaquin  Refining — $470.90;  Coastal 
Independent  Refining — $12,707.29; 
Century  Resoiut:es  Development — 
$2,579.90;  and  Hydrocarbons,  Ltd. — 
$3,926.58. 

8.  COM,  without  admitting  that  it  has 
violated  any  regulation  or  overcharged 
any  customer,  is  willing  to  enter  into  the 
Consent  Order  and  ref^d  $324,315.89 
plus  interest  at  the  rate  set  by  DOE  as  a 
means  of  settling  this  dispute. 

9.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

n.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  COM  agreed  to 
refund,  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  above,  the  sum  of 
$324,315.89  plus  interest  in  certified 
checks  made  payable  to  the  United 
States  Department  of  Fjiergy.  These 
funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable  account 
pending  the  determination  of  their 
proper  disposition. 

liie  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refunded  amount  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordi^y, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons"  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleiun 
industry’s  complex  mariceting  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 


subsequent  purchasers  of  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

ni.  Submission  of  Written  Comments.' 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  indentifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

5.  Other  Comments.  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conations,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notificaion  of  a  claim  to  Jack  L 
Wood,  District  Manager  of  Enforcement, 
111  Pine  Street,  San  Francisco, 

California  94111.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  415-556- 
7200. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  “Comments  on  Century  Oil 
Management,  Inc.  Consent  Order.”  We 
will  consider  all  comments  we  receive 
by  4:30  p.m.,  local  time,  on  July  16. 1979. 
You  should  identify  any  information  or 
data  which,  in  your  opinion,  is 
confidential  and  submit  it  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles  on  the  5th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Jack  L  Wood, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement 

|FR  Ooc.  79-18S71  Filed  e-13-79;  8:45  eml 
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J.  R.  Cone;  Proposed  Remediel  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  C.F.R.  §  205.192(c).  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to  J. 
R.  Cone,  P.O.  Box  871,  Lubbock,  Texas 
79408.  Hiis  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
charges  J.  R.  Cone  with  pricing 
violations  in  the  amount  of  $1,870,403.11, 
connected  with  the  sale  of  crude  oil  at 
prices  in  excess  of  those  permitted  by  10 
C.F.R.  212,  Subpart  D  during  calendar 
years  1973, 1974, 1975, 1978  and  1977. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  horn  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager.  Southwest 
District  Enforcement.  Department  of 
Energy.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214)  749- 
7628.  On  or  before  June  29, 1979,  any 
aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street.  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance 
%vith  10  C.F.R.  §  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June,  1979. 

Wayne  L  Tucker, 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District 
Enforcement. 

pit  Doc  79-18864  niod  s-l»-79i  *48  ami 
MLUNQ  COOC  S460-ei-48 


H«nry  Pvtrotoum  Corp4  Proposed 
RMMdM  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.19^c).  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Henry  Petroleum  Corporation.  801 
Petroleum  Building,  Midland,  Texas 
79701.  This  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
charges  Henry  Petroleum  Corporation 
with  the  sale  of  crude  oil  at  prices  in 
excess  of  those  permitted  by  10  CFR  212 
Subpart  D  in  an  amount  of  $138,056.41 
during  the  period  December  1, 1973 
through  May  31, 1979  in  the  states  of 
Texas  and  New  Mexico. 

A  copy  of  die  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  infonnation 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  frmn  Wayne  L 
Tucker,  District  Manager,  Sontfawest 
District  Enfarcement.  Department  of 
Energy,  Economic  Reguhory 
administration,  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas. 
Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214)  749- 
7626.  On  or  before  June  29, 1979,  any 
aggrieved  persmi  may  file  a  Notice  of 


Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street  N.W., 
Washing^,  D.C  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.193. 

luued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June.  1979. 

Wayne  L  Tucker, 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District 
Enforcement 

(FR  Doc.  79-18867  PUad  6-19-79;  8:48  ani| 

BIUJNO  COOS  S4S0-01-I1 


Russell  G.  Estss;  Propossd  Remedial 
Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.192(c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  - 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  which  was  issued  to 
Russell  G.  Estes,  306  Petroleum  Building, 
Midland,  Texas  79701.  This  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  charges  Russell  G.  Estes 
with  pricing  violations  in  the  amount  of 
$342,737.26  caused  by  their  having  made 
sale  of  crude  oil  at  prices  in  excess  of 
those  allowed  by  10  CFR  212,  Subpart  D 
during  the  calendar  years  1973  through 
June  1977. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager,  Southwest 
District  Enforcement,  Department  of 
Energy.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214)  749- 
7626.  On  or  before  Jime  29. 1979,  any 
aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals.  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  ^ 

Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance  ^ 
with  10  CJ'JL  S  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June.  1979. 

Wayne  L  Tucker, 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District 
Enforcement 

|FR  Doc.  79-18886  PSed  8-19-7R  SM  ml 
BRJJNQ  CODC  S4S0-«1-M 


RPL  01  Co;  Propo— d  Rwiwdlal  Ord«r 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  206.1^c),  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administrution 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Proposed 
Removal  Order  which  was  issued  to 
RPL  Oil  Company,  PX).  Box  5456, 
Midland.  Texas  79701.  This  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  charges  RPL  Oil 
Compmiy  witii  the  ss^  of  crude  ml  at 
prices  in  excess  of  those  permitted  by  10 
CFR  212,  Subpart  D  in  an  amount  of 


$82,363.80  during  calendar  years  1973 
and  1974. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  1. 
Tucker,  District  Manager,  Southwest 
District  Enforcement,  Department  of 
Energy,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214)  749- 
7626.  On  or  before  June  29, 1979,  any 
aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals.  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.193. 

iMued  in  Dallas.  Texas,  on  the  5th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Wayne  L  Tucker, 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District 
Enforcement  ^ 

(FR  Doc.  79-18866  Filed  6-19-79;  6:48  ami 
BUUNQ  COOC  S4S0-01-li 


SIwN  (Ml  (M).;  Issuanc*  of  Final 
Dadalon  and  Ordar 

On  April  10, 1979  we  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  to  Shell 
Oil  Company  that  would  permit, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.78,  maiket  prices  for  the  incremental 
crude  oil  from  the  Olinda  Fee  Four 
Enhanced  Recovery  Project  in  the  Yorba 
Linda  Field  of  Orange  (bounty, 

California  (44  FR  22505,  April  16, 1979). 
No  comments  or  objections  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order.  Accordingly,  on 
June  7, 1979,  we  issued  a  Decision  and 
Order  that  permits  market  prices  for 
incremental  crude  oil  from  the  Olinda 
Fee  Four  Project 

A  copy  of  the  Decision  and  Order  is 
available  in  the  Public  Dodeet  Room. 
Room  B-120. 2000  M  Street  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C^  between  1:00  pm.  and 
5:00  pm.,  Monday  throu^  FHday,  and  in 
the  Department  of  Energy  Reading 
Room,  Room  GA-152,  James  Fomstal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue,  ^ 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  am.  and  4:30  p.m..  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC,  June  8. 1979. 
Doris  J.  Dewtoai, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Fuels  Regulation.  Economic  Reguhtory 
Admiastration. 

(PR  Dae.  79-16B70  PM  S-IS-TK  8b46  mH 

SB  I  HI  coca  S8W  et  ■ 
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Office  of  Eneroy  fleieerch 

University  Coal  Reeaerch  Leboretories 
Program;  AviMabWty  of  Program 
Announcement  for  University  Cool 
Research  Laborltortes  Prognan 

AOENCV:  Department  of  Energy. 

action:  Notice  of  availability  of 
program  announcement  reference  No. 
ER1006. 


BACKOROUND:  On  May  1, 1979  the  final 
rule  covering  the  University  Coal 
Research  Laboratory  Program  of  the' 
Department  of  Energy  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Registm.  This  rule 
established  the  policies  and  procedures 
to  be  followed  in  the  selection  and 
designation  of  thirteen  university  coal 
research  laboratories  as  authorized  by 
Title  Vin  of  Pub.  L  95-87,  the  Surface 
Mining  Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of 
1977,  as  amended  by  Section  604  of  Pub. 
L  95-617,  the  Public  Utilities  Regulatory 
Policies  Act  of  1978.  The  university  coal 
research  laboritories  are  established  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  advanced 
resean^  and  training  related  to  one  or 
more  problems  of  coal  energy  resources 
and  conversion.  At  least  one  of  the  coal 
laboratories  so  designated  must  be 
located  within  each  of  the  major  coal 
provinces  of  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  but  no  more  than  one  per  State. 
Ten  of  the  thirteen  laboratories 
authorized  must  be  located  in  states 
with  abundant  coal  reserves  and  all  the 
laboratories  must  be  administered  by 
institutions  of  higher  education  with 
experience  and  expertise  in  coal 
research  and  currently  or  potentially 
outstanding  coal  research  programs  with 
the  capacity  to  establish  and  operate  the 
coal  laboratory. 

The  program  announcement  details 
the  program  objectives,  eligibility 
requirements,  the  required  content  of  the 
proposals,  and  the  evaluation  and 
selection  criteria  and  procedures. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  13, 1979. 

POINT  OF  contact:  Ck>pies  of  the 
program  announcement  are  available  by 
writing  or  telephoning:  Mr.  A.  H.  Frost 
Jr.,  Contracting  Officer,  Contracts 
Division,  Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office, 
Post  Office  Box  E,  Oak  Ridge, 

Tennessee  37830, 615-576-0642. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  8th  of  June, 
1979. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

John  M.  Deutch, 

Director  of  Energy  Research. 

(FR  Doc  7S-18S2B  Piled  6-13-79;  8:45  am) 
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WMtam  Atm  Powr  Administration 

Parlcar-Davis  Project;  Proposed  Power 
Rate  Adjustment 

agency:  Western  Area  Power 
Administration  (WAPA),  Department  of 
Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Power  Rate 
Adjustment  for  Parker-Davis  Project. 

summary:  The  Western  Area  Power 
Administration  is  proposing  an  increase 
in  Pariter-Davis  Project  wholesale  firm 
power  rates  and  transmission  service 
charges  in  order  that  project  costs  will 
be  repaid  within  the  time  periods 
established  by  law.  Proposed  increases 
are  as  follows: 

1.  Wholesale  Firm  Power  Rate. 
Increase  the  monthly  capacity  charge 
firom  $1.39  to  $1.82  per  kilowatt  and  the 
energy  charge  finm  3.5  to  4.15  mills  per 
kilowatthour.  At  60  percent  monthly 
load  factor,  the  proposed  rate  will 
increase  the  average  aimual  composite 
yield  fitim  6.67  to  8.3  mills  per 
kilowatthour,  a  24  percent  increase.  For 
contract  violations  involving 
unauthorized  overruns,  the  rate  will  be 
10  times  the  aforementioned  basic  rate 
which  is  the  same  multiplier  now  in 
effect. 

2.  Transmission  Service. — a.  Porker- 
Davis  Project  Electric  Service  Contract 
Commitments.  For  firm  transmission 
service,  increase  the  annual 
transmission  service  charge  28  percent 
finm  $5.30  to  $6.80  per  kilowatt  of 
contract  obligation,  to  the  extent  and  at 
the  times  permitted  under  the  terms  of 
individual  contracts.  For  nonfirm 
transmission  service  increase  rates  fi*om 
1.0  to  1.3  mills  per  kilowatthour. 

b.  Colorado  River  Storage  Project 
Southern  Division  Transmission  System 
Commitments.  Implement  a  seasonal 
transmission  service  charge  of  $3.67  per 
kilowatt  of  contract  rate  of  delivery.  No 
charge  has  been  made  previously  for 
such  service. 

A  brochure  explaining  in  detail  the 
need  for  the  proposed  rate  will  be 
distributed  to  Parker-Davis  contractors 
and  other  interested  parties.  Public 
Information  and  Comment  Forums  will 
then  be  held  in  accordance  with  the 
current  WAPA  procedures  for  public 
participation  in  general  rate 
adjustments. 

During  the  Public  Information  and 
Comment  Forums,  the  standards  as  set 
forth  in  Title  I  of  the  Public  Utility 
Regulatory  Policies  Act  of  1978  (PURPA) 
(16  U.S.C.  2801  et  seg.).  will  be 
discussed.  Subsequent  to  the  discussion 
of  the  standards  set  forth  in  Title  I  of 
PURPA,  the  WAPA  will  consider  and 


made  a  determination  concerning 
whether  or  not  it  is  appropriate  to 
implement  each  such  standard  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  Utle  I.  Hie 
determination  shall  be  in  writing,  based 
on  the  findings  included  in  such 
determination  and  upon  the  evidence 
presented  at  the  forums,  and  available 
to  the  public. 

DATES:  The  proposed  rate  is  needed 
commencing  October  1, 1979.  However, 
in  view  of  the  time  needed  to  properly 
accomplish  procedural  aspects,  the 
effective  date  of  the  proposed  rate  is 
now  estimated  to  be  Mmxdi  1, 1980.  A 
Public  Information  Forum,  at  which  the 
WAPA  will  outline  the  reasons  for  the 
rate  increase,  will  be  held  in  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada  on  July  9. 1979.  A  Public 
Comment  Forum,  at  which  the  public 
may  comment  on  the  proposed  rate 
increase,  will  be  held  in  I^oenix, 

Arizona  on  August  31, 1979.  Written 
comments  concerning  this  proposed  rate 
adjustment  if  they  are  to  be  considered, 
shall  be  received  by  the  addresses 
below  by  no  later  ffian  September  18, 
1979.  ~~ 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  wishing 
to  submit  written  comments  pertaining 
to  the  proposed  rate  adjustment  on  the 
Parker-Davis  Project  shall  mail  three  (3) 
copies  of  such  comments  to  each  of  the 
following: 

Mr.  Robert  A  Olson.  Area  Manager,  Western 
Area  Power  Administration.  Boulder  City 
Area  Office.  1660  Nevada  Highway,  P.O. 
Box  200,  Boulder  City.  NV  89005. 

Mr.  Robert  L  McHiail,  Administrator. 
Western  Area  Power  AdministraticHi, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  3402,  ' 
Golden,  CO  80401. 

Mr.  George  S.  Mclsaac,  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Resource  Applications,  Office  of 
Resource  Applications,  Department  of 
Energy,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW^ 
Washington,  DC  20481. 

FOR  FURTIffiR  lltf^lRMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Olson,  Area  Manager, 
Western  Area  Power  Administration, 
Boulder  City  Area  Office,  1660  Nevada 
Highway.  P.O.  Box  200,  Boulder  City, 

NV  89005.  Telephone:  (702)  293-6475. 

.  SUPPLEMENTARY  SIFORMATION:  Power 
rates  for  the  Paiicer-Davis  Project  are 
established  pursuant  to  the  Department 
of  Energy  Organization  Act  of  August  4, 
1977  (42  U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.\,  the 
Reclamation  Act  of  1902  (43  U.S.C  372 
et  seg.),  as  amende  and  supplemented 
by  subsequent  enactments,  particularly 
Section  9(c)  of  the  Reclamation  Project 
Act  of  1939  (43  U.S.C.  485h(c)):  and  the 
Consolidated  Parker  Dam  Power  Project' 
and  Davis  Dam  Project  Act  (P.L  373, 
May  28. 1954). 

The  Secretary  of  Energy  delegated  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Resource 
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Applications,  by  Delegation  Order  No. 
0204-33,  effective  January  1, 1979  (43 
F.R.  60636  (December  28, 1978)),  the 
authority  to  develop,  acting  by  and 
through  the  Administrator,  and  to 
confi^  approve,  and  place  in  effect  on 
an  interim  basis,  power  and 
transmission  rates;  and  to  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  the 
authority  to  confirm  and  approve,  on  a 
final  basis,  or  to  disapprove  such  rates. 
This  Order  replaced  Delegation  Order 
No.  0204-4  (October  1, 1977),  which  had 
given  certain  authority  to  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  to  confirm 
and  approve  or  to  establish  rates. 

Pro^dures  for  public  participation  in 
rate  adjustments  for  power  marketed  by 
the  WAPA  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  Mardi  23, 1978  (43 
FR  12080  (March  23, 1978)). 
Subsequently,  however,  diese 
procedures  were  amended  on  February 
7, 1979,  to  accord  with  the  Delegation 
Order  No.  0204-33.  These  amendatory 
procedures  titled,  “Amendments  to 
Procediu«s  for  Public  Participation  in 
General  Adjustments  in  Rates  for  Power 
Marketed  by  the  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,"  were  published  at  44 
F.R.  7797  (February  7, 1979). 

Issued  at  Golden,  Colorado,  June  7, 1979. 
Robert  L.  McPhail, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  Ts-isses  Filed  S-IS-TB;  8:45  em] 

MUMQ  CODE  S4S(M>1-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 1247-1] 

Approval  of  AHemate  Water  PoNutant 
Teeting  Procedure;  Total  Manganeee 

In  accordance  with  $  136.5, 40  CFR 
Part  136,  “Guidelines  for  Test 
Procedures  for  the  Analysis  of 
Pollutants"  (Federal  Renter,  Vol.  41, 

No.  232,  Wednesday,  December  1, 1976, 
pp.  52780-52786),  the  Hach  Chemical 
Company  applied  for  approval  of  a  new 
test  procedure  for  the  measurement  of 
manganese.  The  new  Hach  procedure  is 
a  colorimetric  procedure  using 
prepackaged  reagents  based  upon  the 
same  chemical  reactions  involved  in  the 
approved  colorimetric  procedure 
referenced  in  40  CFR  Part  136. 

After  a  thorough  review  and 
evaluation  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  of  the  results 
of  a  comparability  testing  study,  and 
other  information  submitted  by  the 
applicant  in  accordance  with  S  136.5,  the 
EPA  has  designated  the  Hach  procediue 
as  an  approved  alternate  proc^ure  for 


nationwide  use.  All  information 
submitted  by  the  applicant  is  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  to  the 
extent  consistent  with  40  OH  Part  2 
(EPA’s  regulation  implementing  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act),  at  the 
Environmental  Monitoring  and  Support 
Laboratory,  26  West  St.  Clair  Street, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45266. 

As  an  approved  alternate  test 
procedure,  the  Hach  procedure  is 
acceptable  for  use  by  any  person 
required  to  use  approved  procedures 
under  §  304(h)  of  the  Clean  Water  Act 
Amendments  of  1977.  For  such  use,  the 
procedure  must  be  used  in  strict 
accordance  with  the  method 
descriptions  for  manganese,  periodate 
oxidation  method,  "Wastewater 
Analysis  Handbook,"  Hach  Chemical 
"  Company,  p.  275  and  p.  281. 

For  the  analysis  of  total  manganese, 
addition  of  acid  and  digestion  as 
indicated  in  Footnote  15  of  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  41,  No.  232,  Wednesday, 
December  1, 1976,  p.  52785,  and  S  4.1.4, 
p.  83  of  “Methods  for  Chemical  Analysis 
of  Water  and  Waste,"  USEPA,  1974,  is 
the  required  sample  pretreatment.  This 
approved  alternate  test  procedure  for 
total  manganese  is  approved  also  for  the 
determination  of  dissolved  manganese 
after  sample  filtration  through  a  0.45 
micron  filter. 

The  approved  method  description  and 
prepacl^ed  reagents  are  available  firom 
the  Director  of  Technical  Information, 
Hach  Chemical  Company,  P.O.  Box  389, 
Loveland,  Colorado  80537. 

Dated:  June  4, 1979. 

Tom  Muiphy, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Research 
and  Development 

[FR  Do&  7»-18Sa2  Filed  6-13-79;  6:45  ami 
8IL1JNQ  CODE  W60-01-M 


[FRL  1203-81 

Ah’  Pollution  Prevention  end  Control; 
Addition  to  the  List  of  Categories  of 
Stationary  Sources 

Section  111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  1857C-8)  directs  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  to  publish,  and  from 
time  to  time  revise,  a  list  of  categories  of 
stationary  sources  which  he  determines 
may  contribute  significantly  to  air 
pollution  which  causes  or  contributes  to 
the  endangerment  of  public  health  or 
welfare.  Within  120  days  after  the 
inclusion  of  a  category  of  stationary 
sources  in  such  list,  the  Administrator  is 
required  to  propose  regulations 
establishing  standards  of  performance 
for  new  and  modified  sources  within 


such  category.  At  present,  standards  of 
performance  for  27  categories  of  sources 
have  been  promulgated.  ' 

The  Administrator,  after  evaluating 
available  information,  has  determined 
that  glass  manufacturing  plants  are  an 
additional  category  of  stationary^ 
sources  which  meets  the  above 
requirements.  Hie  basis  for  this 
determination  is  discussed  in  the 
preamble  to  the  proposed  regulation  that 
is  published  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register.  Evaluation  of  other 
stationary  source  categories  is  in 
progress,  and  the  list  i^l  be  revised 
fitim  time  to  time  as  the  Administrator 
deems  appropriate.  Glass  manufacturing 
plants  are  induded  on  the  proposed 
NSPS  priority  list  published  August  31, 
1978,  in  the  Federal  Register,  required  by 
section  111(f)(1).  But  since  the  priority 
list  is  not  final,  glass  manufacturing 
plants  are  also  being  listed  as  indicated 
below  at  this  time.  Once  the  priority  list 
is  promulgated,  all  source  categories  on 
the  promdgated  list  are  considered 
listed  under  section  111(b)(1)(A),  and 
separate  listings  such  as  tMs  wW  not  be 
made  for  those  source  categories. 
Accordingly,  notice  is  given  that  the 
Administrator,  pursuant  to  section 
111(b)(1)(A)  of  die  Act,  and  after 
consultadon  with  appropriate  advisory 
committees,  experts,  and  Federal 
departments  and  agendas  in  accordance 
with  section  117(f)  of  the  Act  effective 
June  14, 1979,  amends  the  list  of 
categories  of  stationary  sources  to  read 
as  follows: 

Ust  of  Categories  of  Stadonary  Sources 
and  COTiesponding  Affected  Fadlides 

A  *  •  •  • 

Source  Category 

26.  Glass  manufacturing  plants 

***** 

Affected  Fadlides — Glass  melting 
furnaces. 

Proposed  standards  of  performance 
applicable  to  the  above  source  category 
appear  elsewhere  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  May  22, 1979. 

Dougias  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-16694  Filed  6-13-79;  6:45  an) 

BaUNQ  CODE  6M0-01-M 


[PP  8Q2052/T210;  FRL  1247-5] 

Pesticide  Programs;  Establishment  Of 
a  Temporary  Tolerance 

American  Cyanamid  Co.,  PO  Box  400, 
Princeton,  NJ  08540,  submitted  a 
pestidde  petition  (1^  8G2052)  to  the 
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Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA). 
This  petition  requested  that  a  temporary 
tolerance  be  established  for  combined 
residues  of  the  herbicide  2-chloro-M(2,3- 
dimethylphenyl)-Af-(l-methylethyl) 
acetamide  and  its  metabolite  N- 
isopropyl*2,3-dimethyloxanilic  acid  in  or 
on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity  com 
grain  at  0.15  part  per  million  (ppm).  This 
temporary  tolerance  will  permit  the 
maiiceting  of  the  above  raw  agricultural 
commodity  when  treated  in  accordance 
with  an  experimental  use  permit  (241- 
ElJP-90)  that  has  been  issued  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  as  amended  in  1972, 
1975,  and  1978  (92  Stat.  819;  7  U.S.C. 

136). 

An  evaluation  of  the  scientific  data 
reported  and  other  material  showed  that 
the  requested  tolerance  was  adequate  to 
cover  residues  resulting  from  the 
proposed  experimental  use,  and  it  was 
determined  that  the  temporary  tolerance 
would  protect  the  public  health.  The 
temporary  tolerance  has  been 
established  for  the  pesticide,  therefore, 
with  the  following  provisions; 

1.  The  total  amoimt  of  the  pesticide  to 
be  used  must  not  exceed  the  quantity 
authorized  by  the  experimental  use 
permit. 

2.  American  Cyanamid  Co.  must 
immediately  not^  the  EPA  of  any 
findings  frt)m  the  experimental  use  that 
have  a  bearing  on  safety.  The  firm  must 
also  keep  records  of  production, 
distribution,  and  performance,  and  on 
request  make  the  records  available  to 
any  authorized  officer  or  employee  of 
the  EPA  or  the  Food  and  Dn^ 
Administration. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires  May 
22, 1980.  Residues  not  in  excess  of  0.15 
ppm  remaining  in  or  on  com  grain  after 
this  expiration  date  will  not  be 
considered  actionable  if  the  pesticide  is 
legally  applied  during  the  term  of  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
experimental  use  permit  and  temporary 
tolerance.  This  temporary  tolerance  may 
be  revoked  if  the  experimental  use 
permit  is  revoked  or  if  any  scientific 
data  or  experience  with  this  pesticide 
indicates  such  revocation  is  necessary 
to  protect  the  public  health.  Inquiries 
concerning  this  notice  may  be  directed 
to  Ms.  Willa  Gamer,  Product  Manager 
23,  Registration  Division  (TS-767), 

Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  401 M  St, 
SW,  Washington,  DC  20460  (202/755- 
1397). 

(Sec.  4aB())  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C  34ea(j))) 


Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Douglas  D.  Caa^H, 

Director,  Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-1WW  Filtd  6-13-79;  6:45  ami 
BIUJNQ  COOS  66S(H>1-«I 


(PF-134:  FRL  1247-3] 

PMtickto  Programs;  FHing  of  Food/ 
Food  Addittva  Patftions 

Pursuant  to  section  409(b)(5)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Osmetic  Act 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  gives  notice  that  the  following 
petitions  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Agency  for  consideration. 

FAP  9H5217.  ICI  Americas  Inc.,  Concord 
Pike  and  New  Murphy  Road,  Wilmington,  DE 
19897.  Proposes  that  21  CFR  561  be  amended 
by  permitting  residues  of  the  insecticide 
pirtoiphos-methyl  (t^-fZ-ldiethyl-aniinol-e- 
methyI-4-pyrimi^yl]  AP-dimethyl 
phosphorothioate)  in  or  on  the  feed 
commodity  wheat  screenings  at  50  parts  per 
million  (ppm).  PM12-Mr.  Frank  Sanders,  Rm. 
E-335,  202/425-2635. 

FAP  9H5221.  Environmental  Chemicals, 
Inc..  703  N.  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Barrington,  IL 
00010.  Proposes  that  21  CFR  193  be  amended 
by  permitting  the  combined  residues  of  the 
insecticide  HO.O’.O'-tetramethyl  0,t7-thiodi-p* 
phenylene  phosphorothioate  and  its 
metabolite  AAO'.O'-tetramethyl  0,0’-suIfinyldi- 
p-phenylene  phosphorothioate  on  the 
commodity  potable  water  at  0.1  ppm.  PM16- 
Mr.  William  Miller.  Rm.  E-343,  202/426-9458. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  these 
petitions.  Comments  may  be  submitted, 
and  inquiries  directed,  to  the  designated 
Product  Manager  (PM),  Registration 
Division  (TS-767),  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  EPA,  401 M  St,  SW, 
Washington,  DC  20460,  or  by  telephone 
at  the  numbers  cited.  Written  comments 
should  bear  a  notation  indicating  the 
petition  number  to  which  the  comments 
pertain.  Comments  may  be  made  at  any 
time  while  a  petition  is  pending  before 
the  Agency.  All  written  comments  filed 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Product 
Manager’s  office  frxnn  8:30  a.m.  to  4KX) 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Douglas  D.  Campl, 

Director.  Registration  Division. 

(FR  Ooc.  7»-U8n  FOmI  »-19-79;  ft«S  am) 

saxMO  cooc  eseo-si-a 


[OnrS-530002;  FRL  1247-2] 

Prtmanufactura  NoUcm;  Statu* 
Raport  for  May  1979 

AOmcv:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 


action:  Monthly  Summary  of 
Premanufacture  Notices. 


SUMMAIIY:  Section  5(d)(3)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
that  EPA  publish  a  list  in  the  Fede^ 
Register  at  the  beginning  of  each  month 
reporting  the  premanufacture  notices 
(Iain's)  penchng  before  the  Agency  and 
PMN’s  for  which  the  review  period  has 
expired  since  publication  of  the  last 
monthly  summary.  This  is  the  report  for 
May.  1979. 

OATl:  Interested  parties  wishing  to  file 
written  comments  on  a  specific  chemical 
substance  should  submit  those 
comments  no  later  than  30  days  before 
the  expiration  of  the  applicable  review 
period. 

ADOR18S:  Written  comments  should 
bear  the  PMN  number  of  the  particular 
substance  and  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Document  Control  Officer  (TS793), 
Office  of  Toxic  Substances,  EPA,  401 M 
St..  SW..  Washington.  DC  20460. 

Nonconfidential  portions  of  the  PMN’s 
and  other  documents  in  the  public 
record  are  available  for  public 
inspection  bnm  9:00  a.m.  to  4KX)  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday  (excluding 
holidays),  in  Room  E-447  at  the  address 
above. 

FOR  FURTHIR  WFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  Smith.  Premanufacture 
Review  Division  (TS-794),  Office  of 
Toxic  Substances,  EPA.  Washington,  DC 
20460,  202/426-8816. 

SUPPLiMtNTARY  mFORMATiON:  Under 
section  5  of  'TSCA,  any  person  who 
intends  to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  commercial 
purposes  in  the  United  States  must 
submit  a  notice  to  EPA  at  least  90  days 
before  he  begins  manufacture  or  import. 
A  new  chemical  substance  is  any 
chemical  substance  that  is  not  on  the 
inventory  of  existing  chemical 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
Section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  On  May  15. 1979. 
the  Agency  announced  the  availability 
of  this  inventory  in  the  Federal  Register 
(44  FR  28558).  and  set  June  1. 1979  as  the 
publication  ^te  of  this  inventory. 
’Therefore,  the  section  5  requirements 
are  effective  fior  all  new  dmmical 
substances  manufactured  or  imported 
for  a  commercial  purpose  after  July  1, 
1979.  Once  EPA  receives  a  PMN,  the 
Agency  normally  has  90  days  to  review 
it  However,  un^  section  5(c)  of  TSCA. 
EPA  may.  for  good  cause,  extend  the 
review  period  for  up  to  an  additional  90 
days.  If  EPA  determines  that  sudi  an 
extension  is  necessary,  die  Agecy  will 
puUish  die  reasons  for  the  extension  in 
the  Federal  Register. 
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The  monthly  status  report  required 
under  section  5(d)(3)  will  identify  (a) 
each  chemical  substance  for  which  a 
PMN  has  been  received  and  for  which 
the  review  period  has  not  expired;  (b) 
each  chemical  substance  for  which  the 
premanufactiu^  review  has  expired 
since  publication  of  the  last  monthly 
summary;  emd  (c)  each  “new"  chemical 
substance  which  has  been  in  the  review 


EXECUTIVE  OFFICE  OF  THE 
PRESIDENT 

Office  of  Administration 

Advisory  Committee  on  Information 
Network  Structure  and  Functions  for 
the  Executive  Office  of  the  President; 
Establishment 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  App.  I  (1976))  and  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-63 
of  March  1974,  and  after  consultation 
with  the  General  Services 
Administration,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  establishment  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Information  Network  and 
Fimctions  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the 
President  is  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of 
duties  imposed  on  the  Executive  Office 
of  the  President  by  law. 

The  Committee  will  advise  the 
Director,  through  the  Director  for 
Information  Systems  Facilities,  on 
matters  pertinent  to  the  Office  of 
Administration’s  plans  for  the 
establishment  of  a  Communications 
Network  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the 
President. 

The  Committee  will  consist  of  not 
more  than  eleven  members,  with 
representation  from  both  the  public  and 
private  sector. 

The  Committee  will  function  solely  as 
an  advisory  body,  and  in  compliance 


process  for  less  than  30  days.  Eventually 
the  report  will  also  identify  each 
chemical  which  has  been  added  to  the  ' 
inventory  since  the  last  monthly  report. 

(Sec.  5  of  the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act 
(90  Stat  2012: 15  U.S.C.  2604).) 

Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Steven  D.  Jellindi, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Toxic 
Substances. 


with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act.  Its  charter  will 
be  filed  under  the  act  with  the 
appropriate  congressional  committees 
and  the  Library  of  Congress. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  regarding  the 
establishment  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Information  Network  and 
Functions  for  the  Executive  Office  of  the 
President.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Director  for  Information 
Systems  Facilities,  Office  of 
Administration,  Executive  Office  of  the 
President,  Washington,  D.C.  20500, 
telephone  (202-395-3996), 

Dated:  May  7, 1979 
Richard  M.  Hardin, 

Director,  Office  of  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  79-18506  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  S19S-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Agreement  Hied 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  agreement  has  been  fried  with 
the  Commission  for  review  and 
approval,  if  required,  pursuant  to  section 
15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended 
(39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763,  46  U.S.a  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street 


NW..  Room  10423;  or  may  inspect  the 
agreement  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at 
New  Yoik,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans. 

Louisiana,  San  Francisco,  California, 
and  Old  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 

Conunents  on  sudi  agreements, 
including  requests  for  hearing,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20573,  on  or  before  June  25, 1979.  Any 
person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to 
adduce  evidence.  An  allegation  of 
discrimination  or  unfairness  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  describing 
the  discrimination  or  unfairness  with 
particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and 
circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Agreement  No.:  10372. 

Filing  party:  Russell  T.  Weil,  Kirlin, 
Campl^ll  &  Keating,  1150  Ckmnecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Suite  800,  Washington, 
D.C,  20036. 

Summary:  Agreement  No.  10372, 
between  United  States  Lines,  Inc.  (USL) 
and  Matson  Navigation  Company 
(Matson),  is  a  Transportation  and 
Transshipment  Agreement  whereby  the 
parties,  in  response  to  Matson’s 
intention  to  withdraw  firom  direct 
service  between  California  ports  and  the 
Territory  of  Guam,  contemplate  carriage 
under  joint  through  rates  and  through 
bills  of  lading  &*om  California  ports  to 
Guam  and  frrom  Honolulu,  Hawaii  to  the 
Atlantic  Coast  of  the  U.S.  and  to  Europe. 
Carriage  between  California  ports  and 
the  Port  of  Hont^ulu  will  be  performed 
by  Matson  and  all  other  carriage  will  be 
performed  by  USL  Shipments  destined 
to  Guam  will  be  transshipped  at 
Honolulu  and  shipments  destined  to  the 
Atlantic  Coast  of  the  U.S.  and  to  Europe 
will  be  transshipped  at  California  ports. 
'The  Agreement  covers  and  is  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  (a)  cargo  moving 
in  40-foot  non-refrigerated  containers  on 
chassis  imder  through  bills  of  lading 
issued  by  USL  in  the  trade  from  (1)  U.S. 
Pacific  Coast  ports  to  Guam,  with 
transshipment  at  Honolulu,  Hawaii;  (2) 


Prwnanufsctur*  NoUcm;  Status  Report  for  Hay  1979 

I.  Premanulacture  Notices  Received  During  Month;  None. 

n.  Premanufacture  Notices  Still  Under  Review  at  the  Beginning  of  the  Month  for  Which  Period  Has  Not 
Expired: 


PMN  Number  Identity/Qenaric  Name  FR  CHation  Expiralion  Data 


5AHQ0479-0002-1- .  Isobutyiic  add  carbomonocydic  ester . . .  44  FR  23310  (4/19/  July  4, 1979 

79). 

5AHQ0479-0002-2 .  Propiopbanone,  ring  subsMute-2-melhyl _  do _  Do. 

SAHQ0479-0002-3 .  Bulwonitriie,  2-<subelituted  pbenyl)-3>inethyl _ _ do . . . .  Do. 

5AHQ0479-0002-4 -  Berizyl  aloobd.  ring  substiluled-alpbaHSopropyl..- . .  .'.....do _  Do. 


III.  Premanufacture  Notices  Completing  Review  During  the  Month:  None. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18595  Filet)  8-13-79;  ft45  am) 

BRXaiO  CODE  6560-01-M 
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Honolulu,  Hawaii,  to  U.S.  Atlantic  Coast 
ports,  with  transshipment  at  Oakland  or 
Los  Angeles,  California,  and  (3) 
Honolulu,  Hawaii,  to  ports  in  Europe 
with  transshipment  at  Oakland  or  Los 
Angeles,  California,  and  (b)  empty  40- 
foot  non-re&igerated  containers  on 
chassis  from  Honolulu  to  Oakland  or 
Los  Angeles,  California.  Matson  shall 
concur  in  and  shall  comply  with  all  the 
terms,  conditions,  rates,  rules, 
regulations  and  transshipment  routes  of 
USL's  Freight  Tariff  No.  64,  FMC-F  No. 
64,  Freight  Tariff  FMC-F  No.  65,  and 
Freight  Tariff  No.  1,  FMC  No.  37,  except 
that  when  cargo  is  in  Matson’s 
possession  pursuant  to  this  agreement,  it 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
Matson’s  Freight  Tariff  No.  16-0,  FMC- 
F  No.  171,  and  DSL  shall  concur  in  the 
said  Tariff  No.  16-D.  The  through  rates 
shall  be  apportioned  as  set  forth  in  the 
agreement.  The  interchange  of 
containers  and  chassis  from  USL  to 
Matson  and  liability  connected 
therewith  shall  be  governed  by  the 
terms  of  FMC  approved  Agreement  No. 
DC-66,  as  amended,  except  that  no  per 
diem  shall  be  charged  or  paid  on  any 
equipment  moved  imder  this  Agreement. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  11, 1979. 

Frands  C  Humey, 

Secretary. 

IFX  Doc.  7S-18S73  Filad  0-13-79;  0:45  am) 

anxiNQ  coos  stso-oi-m 

[Amendment  No.  12  to  Commission  Order 
No.  1  (Revised)] 

OrganiiatkMi  and  Functions  of  the 
Federal  Maritifne  Commiaaion 

The  following  amendment  to 
Commission  Order  1  (Revised)  was 
made  effective  April  26, 1979: 

”In  order  to  facilitate  the 
administrative  flow  of  paperwork  in  the 
absence  or  preoccupation  of  the 
Managing  Director  and  the  Deputy 
Managing  Director,  section  8  of 
Commission  Order  No.  1  is  hereby 
amended  to  delegate  authority  to  the 
Secretary  to  sign  routine  documents  for 
the  Managing  Director  during  such 
absence(s)  by  adding  a  new  subsection 
8.04  to  read  as  follows: 

‘8.04  Authority,  in  the  absence  or 
preoccupation  of  the  Managing  Director 
and  Deputy  Managing  Director,  to  sign 
travel  orders,  nondocketed 
recommendations  to  the  Commission, 
and  other  routine  documents  for  the 
Managing  Director,  consistent  with  the 
programs,  policies,  and  precedents 


established  by  the  Commission  or  the 
Managing  Director.’ " 

Richard  ).  Dascfabach, 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.  18572  Filed  8-13-79: 8:45  am) 

BILUNO  COOf 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companiaa;  Proposad 
Da  Novo  NoniMUik  Activitiaa 

The  bank  holding  companies  Hated  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8)  and 
S  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  C^FR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  CSovemors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  appliction, 
interested  persons  may  experss  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  or  resources,  decreased 
on  unfair  competition,  conflicts  of 
interest,  or  unsound  banking  practices.’’ 
Any  comment  on  an  appliction  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  a  written 
presentation  would  not  sufficie  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute, 
siunmarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing,  and  indicating 
how  the  party  commenting  would  be 
aggrieved  by  approval  of  diat  proposal. 

Each  appUcation  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  C^vemors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  appUcation.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than  July 
9, 1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago, 
230  South  LaSalle  Street  Chicago, 
nUnois  60690: 

1.  American  Fletcher  Corporation, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  (consumer  finance 
and  insurance  activities:  Indiana):  to 
engage,  through  a  subsidiary,  Lo^ 
Finance  Corporation,  in  making  or 
acquiring  loans  or  other  extensions  of 
credit  for  personal,  family,  or  household 
purposes;  purchasing  consumer 


installment  sales  finance  contracts;  and 
acting  as  agent  with  respect  to  Ufe  and 
disabiUty  insurance  dirrotly  related  to 
its  extensions  of  credit  and  insurance 
which  protects  property  taken  as 
collateral  in  connection  with  such 
extensions  of  credit.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  an  office  in 
IndianapoUs,  Indiana,  serving  an  area 
within  a  three-mile  radius  of  that  office. 

2.  First  Chicago  (Corporation,  Chicago, 
Illinois  (finance  and  leasing  activities; 
Illinois):  to  engage,  through  a  subsidiary. 
First  Chicago  Cri^t  Corporation,  in 
making  full  payout  leases  of  personal 
property  in  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
Relation  Y;  making  or  acquiring  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  such  as 
would  be  made  by  a  finance  company: 
and  servicing  such  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  hrom  offices  in 
Chicago,  Skokie.  Schaumburg,  and  Oak 
Brook,  Illinois,  serving  the  Chicago 
SMSA. 

3.  Northern  Trust  O)rporation, 

(Chicago,  IlUnois  (trust  company  and 
investment  advisory  activities;  Florida): 
to  engage,  through  a  subsidiary.  Security 
Trust  Company  of  Palm  Beach,  in 
performing  or  carrying  on  any  one  or 
more  functions  or  activities  that  may  be 
performed  or  carried  on  by  a  trust 
company  (including  activities  of  a 
fidiciary,  agency,  or  custodial  nature, 
and  acting  as  investment  or  financial 
advisor)  as  authorized  by  Florida  law, 
but  without  the  power  to  accept  deposits 
or  make  commercial  loans.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  fit>m  an 
office  in  Palm  Beach  Florida,  serving 
Palm  Beach  County,  Florida,  and  the 
southern  half  of  the  Martin  (bounty, 
Florida,  coastal  area. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8. 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-1853S  Filed  8-1 V79;  8:45  un) 

BILUNO  COOC  Sai<M)1-4l 

Centrai  WlBCOfiBin  BBokshares,  Inc4 
AcquWtion  of  Bank 

Central  Wisconsin  Bankshares.  Inc., 
Wausau,  Wisconsin,  has  appUed  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  Section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Ba^  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  98.6  percent 
or  more  of  ^e  voting  shares  of  Northern 
Security  National  Bank  of  Rhinelander, 
PeUcan,  Wisconsin.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  appUcation 
are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.a  1842(c)). 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  116  /  Thursday,  June  14,  1979  /  Notices 


34197 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  BoaM  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  June  22. 1979. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a,  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specffically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  smnmarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve- 
System.  June  11, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Multenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  7S-1SS37  FUad  6-l»-78(  ft4S  am] 

BNiJNQ  CODE  SSIO-OI-M 


Hrst  Sscurity  Corp,;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

First  Security  Corporation,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  99  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  First  Security  Bank  of 
Richfield,  N.A.,  Richfield,  Ut^.  Hie 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  BoaM  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C. 

20551,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
9. 1979.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  indude  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  fiiat  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  M ulmin. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FK  Do&  7S-18S3S  Filed  S-1S-7S;  8:45  am] 

BNJJNO  OOOE  SS10-01-M 


Grand  Rldga  Bancorp,;  Formation  of 
Bank  HoMing  Company 

Grand  Ridge  Bancorporation,  Grand 
Ridge,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 


U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  First  National  Bank  of  Grand  Ridge, 
Grand  Ridge,  Illinois.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  Washington.  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  8, 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  ;the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulienin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18535  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am] 

MUNM  CODE  S210-01-II 


Goodwiow  Bancorp,;  Formation  of 
Bank  Hokflng  Company 

Goodenow  Bancorporation.  Wall 
Lake,  Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
fiiank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Wall  Lake 
Savings  Bank,  Wall  Lake,  Iowa.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.s!c.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  9. 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18539.  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  un| 

BILUNQ  CODE  8210-01-11 


KoM>Winn  Bancsharvt,  Inc,; 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Koss-Winn  Banc8hares,  Inc.,  Buffalo, 
Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  95  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  (less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  Farmers  Trust  & 
^vings  Bank,  Buffalo  Center.  Iowa.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  Section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boai^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington.  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  9. 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and'summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-18541  Filed  8-13-79;  845  am] 

MUJNQ  CODE  S210-«1-ll 


Talan,  Inc,,  Formation  of  Bank  Hokfin^ 
Company 

Talen,  Inc.,  Edgerton,  Wisconsin,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  80  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  director’s  qualifying 
shares)  of  First  State  Bank  of  Edgerton, 
Edgerton,  Wisconsin.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
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Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  9, 1979.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  sununarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc  79-18S42  Filed  S-13-79;  S:45  un] 

BIUJNQ  C006  S210-01-M 


Ttw  Jefferson  C04  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

The  Jefferson  Company,  Jefferson, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  First 
National  Bank  of  Jefferson,  Jefferson, 
Texas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  2, 1979.  Any 
comments  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1979. 

Edward  T.  Mulrenin, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc  7e-lB54a  Filed  6-13-7B;  8:45  am) 

BHJJNO  CODE  S21IH)1-M 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Regulatory  Reports  Review;  Receipt  of 
Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting 
information  from  the  public  were 
received  by  the  Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Staff,  GAO,  on  June  8, 1979.  See 
44  U.S.C  3512(c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of 


publishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipts. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  each 
request  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of 
information:  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable:  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
OSM  requests  are  invited  from  all 
interested  persons,  organizations,  public 
interest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed 
requests,  comments  (in  triplicate)  must 
be  received  on  or  before  July  2, 1979, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  John  M. 
Lovelady,  Assistant  Director,  Regulatory 
Reports  Review,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  Room  5106, 441  G 
Street,  NW.  Washington,  DC  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-275-3532. 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Office  of  Surface  Mining 

The  Office  of  Surface  Mining  (OSM), 
Department  of  the  Interior,  requests 
clearance  of  additional  recordkeeping 
and  reporting  requirements  contained  in 
30  CFR  Parts  776,  779,  784,  785,  786,  807, 
816, 817  and  843.  These  additional 
recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements  were  identified  by 
respondents  and  the  General 
Accounting  Office  (GAO)  staff  during 
GAO’S  review  for  clearance  of  OSM’s 
Permanent  Regulatory  Program.  The 
Office  of  Surface  Mining  has  determined 
that  such  information  is  necessary  to 
perform  its  responsibilities  under  the 
Surface  Mining  Control  and  Reclamation 
Act  of  1977, 33  U.S.C.  1201  et  seq.  and 
must  be  collected,  submitted  or  retained. 
On  March  13, 1979,  the  OSM  published 
these  requirements,  subject  only  to 
review  by  GAO  to  assure  that  a 
minimum  burden  is  imposed  in  the 
manner  in  which  such  information  is 
proposed  to  be  obtained.  The 
requirements  contained  in  each  part  are 
as  follows: 

30  CFR  Part  776 

Section  776.13(b)  sets  forth  criteria  by 
which  Z7  regulatory  authorities  shall 
review  for  approval  or  disapproval  2,000 
applications  for  exploration  of  more 
than  250  tons  of  coal.  OSM  estimates  6 
person  hours  per  application  for  a  total 
of  12,000  person  hours.  Section  77e.l7(b) 
requires  persons  submitting  information 
to  the  re^atory  authority  that  should 
be  held  in  confidence,  to  request  in 


writingi  at  the  time  of  submission  that 
such  information  not'  be  disclosed.  Such 
information  is  not  to  be  made  available 
to  the  public  until  after  notice  and  a 
hearing  has  been  afforded  persons 
seeking  or  opposing  disclosure  of  the 
information.  OSM  estimates  2,250  coal 
exploration  operations  will  submit  such 
a  request  and  preparation  of  each 
request  will  take  one  person  hour  for  a 
total  of  2,250  person  hours. 

30  CFR  Part  779 

Section  779.21  requires  3,800  surface 
coal  mine  operations  to  submit  to  the 
regulatory  authority,  with  the  permit 
application,  descriptions  of  the  soil 
resources  of  the  mine  plan  area  and 
results  of  analysis,  trials  and  tests 
where  selected  overburden  materials 
will  be  used  instead  of  or  as  a 
supplement  to  topsoil  in  the  reclamation 
process.  OSM  estimates  approximately  • 
16  person  hours  per  operation  for  a  total 
of  60,800  person  hours.  Section  779.22 
requires  3,800  surface  coal  mine 
operations  to  file  maps  and  supporting 
narrative  describing  the  conditions, 
capability,  and  productivity  of  the  land 
within  the  proposed  permit  area.  OSM 
estimates  approximately  49  person 
hours  per  operation  for  a  total  of  186,200 
person  hours.  ’These  requirements  will 
have  to  be  met  approximately  once 
every  five  years. 

30  CFR  Part  784 

Section  784.26  establishes  permit 
application  requirements  so  that  the 
regulatory  authority  is  provided  with 
comprehensive  and  reliable  information 
on  the  air  quality  impact.  Plans  for 
fugitive  dust  control  are  required  on 
approximately  2,300  underground 
operations.  OSM  estimates  16  hours  per 
plan,  for  a  total  of  36,800  hours.  The 
provisions  of  this  section  must  be 
satisfied  by  underground  operations 
approximately  once  every  five  years. 

30  CFR  Part  785 

Section  785.17(b)(3)(5)  and  (7)  sets 
forth  the  information  that  permit 
applications  must  include  if  the  area 
proposed  to  be  mined  contains  prime 
far^ands.  Approximately  1,000  permit 
applications  will  be  on  prime  farmlands. 
OSM  estimates  approximately  40  hours 
per  permit  for  a  total  of  40,000  person 
hours.  This  requirement  must  met  by 
affected  applicants  at  least  once  every 
five  years  in  most  cases. 

30  CFR  Part  786 

Section  786.15  implements  the 
requirements  that  all  information 
contained  in  a  permit  application,  filed 
with  the  regulatory  authority,  be  made 
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available  to  the  public.  OSM  estimates 
one  hour  per  27  regulatory  authorities 
and  four  hours  per  6,100  coal  mine 
operators,  for  a  total  of  24,427  hours. 
Ihis  requirement  must  be  met  only  once. 
Section  786.25(b)r2)  sets  forth  provisions 
by  which  the  re^atory  authority  may 
grant  reasonable  extensions  of  time  for 
commencement  of  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operation. 
Approximately  305  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operations  will  be 
affected.  OSM  estimates  8  hours  per 
extension  request  for  a  total  of  2,440 
hours.  An  extension  request  is  only 
required  once  a  year.  Section 
786.25(b)(4)  requires  the  operator  to  set 
forth  in  the  permit  extension  time 
granted  under  S  786.25(b)(2)  and  give 
notice  of  such  extension  to  the  public. 
Approximately  305  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operations  will  be 
affected.  OSM  estimates  2  hours  per 
notice,  for  a  total  of  610  hours.  A  notice 
for  each  operation  is  required  only  once 
after  receiving  extension  from 
regulatory  authority. 

30  CFR  Part  807 

Section  807.11(d)  requires  27 
regulatory  authorities  to  give 
approximately  1,830  notices  of 
inspection  of  reclamation  work  for 
evaluation  and  to  inspect  such  work 
annually.  OSM  estimates  approximately 
40  person  hours  per  notice  and 
inspection  for  a  total  of  73,200  person 
hours.  Section  807.11(h)(ii)  sets  forth  the 
procedures  that  approximately  27  State 
regulatory  authorities  must  follow  in 
conducting  public  hearings  on 
performance  bonds.  OSM  estimates 
approximately  4  person  hours  per 
hearing  for  a  total  of  108  person  hours 
per  year. 

30  CFR  Part  816 

Section  816.49(i)  requires  the  surface 
coal  mine  operation  to  submit  to  the 
regulatory  authority,  annually, 
modification  plans  of  dams  and 
impoundments.  OSM  estimates 
approximately  1,000  surface  mine 
operations  must  submit  such  plans  and 
that  it  will  take  each  operation  from  2  to 
40  person  hours  per  plan  for  a  total  of 
2,000  to  40,000  person  hours.  Sections 
816.52(a)(1)  and  (2)  set  forth  the 
requirements  that  3,040  surface  coal 
mine  operations  must  follow  in  ground 
water  monitoring  programs.  OSM 
estimates  16  person  hours  per  operation 
for  a  total  of  48,640  person  hours  per 
year.  Section  816.52^)(l)(ii)  requires 
approximately  3,040  si^ace  coal  mine 
operations  to  notify  the  regulatory 
authority  and  forward  analytical  results 
of  sample  collections  where  there  are 


cases  of  noncompliance  with  the  permit 
conditions  or  applicable  standar(fr  and 
where  NPDES  permit  effluent  limitations 
have  exceeded.  OSM  estimates  4  person 
hours  per  operation  for  a  total  of  12,160 
person  hours  a  year.  Section  816.95 
requires  approximately  3,800  surface 
coal  mine  operations  to  submit  an 
annual  plan  for  fugitive  dust  control  as 
an  integral  part  of  site  preparation,  coal 
mining  and  reclamation  operations  and 
specifies  what  measures  should  be 
included  in  the  plan.  OSM  estimates  8 
person  hours  per  operation  for  a  total  of 
30,400  person  hours.  Section  816.116 
requires  approximately  27  State 
re^atory  authorities  to  develop 
measurement  techniques  for  successful 
revegetatiion  after  consulting  with 
appropriate  State  and  Federal  agencies 
and  requires  approximately  3,040 
surface  coal  mie  operations  to  conduct 
managment  paractices  and  periodic 
revegetation  measurements  along  the 
guidelines  or  techniques  developed  by 
the  regulatory  authority.  OSM  estimates 
8  person  hours  per  regulatory  authority 
and  24  person  hours  per  operation  for  a 
total  of  73,176  person  hoiu^  a  year. 

30  CFR  Part  817 

Section  817.49(i)  requires  the 
underground  mine  operation  to  submit 
to  the  regulatory  aufiiority,  annually, 
modification  plans  of  dams  and 
impoundments.  OSM  estimates 
approximately  600  imderground  mine 
operations  must  submit  such  plans  and 
that  it  will  take  each  operation  from  2  to 
40  person  hours  per  plan  for  a  total  of 
1,200  to  24,000  person  hours.  Section 
817.52(a)(1)  and  (2)  set  forth  the 
requirements  that  1,840  underground 
mine  operations  must  follow  in  ground 
water  monitoring  programs.  OSM 
estimates  16  person  hours  per  operation 
for  a  total  of  29,440  person  hours  per 
year.  Section  817.52(b)(l)(ii)  requires 
approximately  1,840  underground  mine 
operations  to  notify  the  regulatory 
authority  and  forward  analytical  results 
of  sample  collection  where  there  are 
cases  of  noncompliance  with  the  permit 
conditions  or  applicable  standards  and 
where  NPDES  permit  effluent  limitations 
have  been  exceeded.  OSM  estimates  4 
person  hours  per  operation  for  a  total  of 
7,360  person  hours  a  year.  Section  817.95 
requires  approximately  2,300 
underground  mine  operations  to  submit 
an  aimual  plan  for  fugitive  dust  control 
as  an  inteigral  part  of  site  preparation 
operations,  coal  mining  and  reclamation 
operations  and  specifies  what  measures 
should  be  included  in  that  plan.  OSM 
estimates  8  person  hours  per  operation 
for  a  total  of  18,400  person  hours  a  year. 
Section  817.116  requires  approximately 


27  State  regulatory  authorities  to 
develop  measurement  techniques  for 
successful  revegetation,  after 
consultation  with  appropriate  State  and 
Federal  agencies,  and  requires 
approximately  1,840  underground  mine 
operations  to  conduct  managment 
practices  and  periocfic  revegetation 
measurements  along  the  guidelines  or 
techniques  developed  by  the  regulatory 
authority.  OSM  estimates  8  person  hours 
per  regulatory  authority  and  24  person 
hours  per  underground  mine  operation 
for  a  total  of  44,376  person  hours  a  year. 

30  CFR  Part  843 

Section  843.14(c)  allows  the  coal  mine 
operator  to  designate  an  agent  for 
service  of  notices  or  orders  and  to  notify 
OSM’s  regional  district  or  field  office  of 
such  designation,  in  writing.  OSM 
estimates  approximately  2,000  coal  mine 
operations  must  comply  with  this 
requirement  and  will  take  about  one 
person  hoiu*  to  prepare  such  notice  for  a 
total  of  2,000  person  hours  aimually. 

John  M.  Lovelady, 

Assistant  Director,  Regulatory  Reports 
Review. 

(FR  Doc  7»-18S«2  Filed  B-13-7I>;  S:4S  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Nationai  Inatitutas  of  Health 

Advlaory  Committees  to  the  National 
Cancer  Institute;  Meetings  for  the 
Review  of  Contract  Proposals  and 
Grant  Applications 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of 
committees  advisory  to  the  National 
Cancer  Institute. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  to  discuss  administrative  details 
or  other  issues  relating  to  committee 
business  as  indicated  in  the  notice. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

lliese  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  Sections 
552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  Public  Law 
92-463,  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  individual  contract 
proposals  and  grant  applications,  as 
indicated.  These  proposals  and 
applications  and  the  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  in^viduals  associated  with 
the  proposals  and  applications,  the 
disclosure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
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clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  4B43,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 
members,  upon  request.  Other 
information  pertaining  to  the  meeting 
can  be  obtained  from  the  Executive 
Secretary  indicated.  Meetings  will  be 
held  at  the  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  unless  otherwise  stated. 

Name  of  Committee:  Clinical  Trials 
Committee. 

Dates:  July  10. 1979. 

Place:  Building  31 C,  Conference  Room  4, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times:  Open:  July  10.  8:30  a.m.-9:00  a.m. 

Closed:  July  10, 9:00  a.m.-adjoumment. 
Closure  Reason:  To  review  research  contract 
proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Gerald  U.  Uddel. 
Address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  826, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-7575. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13,395  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Name  of  Committee:  Large  Bowel  and 
Pancreatic  Cancer  Review  Committee 
(Pancreatic  Subcommittee). 

Date:  July  19, 1979. 

Place:  Tidewater  Place,  1440  Canal  Street, 
Suite  1521,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70112. 
Times:  Open;  July  19, 8:30  a.m.-10:00  a.m. 

Closed:  July  19, 10:00  a.m.-adjoumment. 
Closure  Reason:  To  review  research  grant 
applications. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  William  E.  Straile. 
Address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  853, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-7194. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.393, 13.394, 13.395  National 
Institutes  of  Health] 

Name  of  Committee:  Clinical  Cancer  Program 
Project  and  Cancer  Center  Support  Review 
Committee  (Cancer  Center  Support  Review 
Subcommittee). 

Dates:  July  19-20, 1979. 

Place:  Building  3lC,  Conference  Room  6, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times:  Open:  July  19,  8:30  a.m.-10:00  a.m. 
Closed:  July  19, 10:00  a.m.-6K)0  p.m.  Closed: 
July  20,  8:30  a.m.-adjoumment. 

Closure  Reason:  To  review  research  grant 
applications. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Robert  Manning. 
Address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  803, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-7721. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.397  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 


Name  of  Committee:  Biometry  and 
Epidemiology  Contract  Review  Committee. 
Date:  July  24, 1979. 

Place:  Landow  Building,  Conference  Room  A, 
7910  Woodmont  Avenue,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014. 

Times:  Open;  July  24, 8:30  a.m.-0:00  a.m. 

Closed:  July  24, 9:00  a.m.-adjoununent. 
Closure  Reason:  To  review  research  contract 
proposals. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Wilna  A.  Woods. 
Address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  821, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Phone:  301/ 
496-7153. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.393  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  June  7, 1979. 

Suzaime  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer.  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18479  Piled  6-13-79;  8;45  am| 
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Cause  and  Prevention  Scientific 
Review  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Cause  and  Prevention  Scientific  Review 
Committee,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
June  29, 1979,  Landovv  Building, 
Conference  Room  A,  7910  Woodmont 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  on 
June  29,  from  9  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.,  to 
review  administrative  details. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^blic  Law  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  June  29, 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  adjournment,  for  the 
review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of 
individual  contract  proposals.  These 
proposals  and  the  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property  such  as  patentable 
material  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals  associated  with 
the  proposals,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  4B43, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205  (301/496-5708)  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  conunittee  members,  upon 
request. 

Dr.  Eugene  Zimmerman,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  826,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 


20205  (301/496-7575)  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

Dated:  May  29. 1979. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer.  NIH. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.393,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

|FR  Doc.  79-18478  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  ami 
MLUNQ  CODE  4119-09-41 


Guidelines  for  the  Laboratory  Use  of 
Chemical  Substances  Posing  a 
Potential  Occupationai  Carcinogenic 
Risk;  Open  Meeting 

A  public  meeting  was  held  on 
September  25  and  26, 1978,  to  discuss  a 
working  draft  of  a  document  being 
developed  for  the  HEW  Committee  to 
Coordinate  Environmental  and  Related 
Programs.  As  a  result  of  this  meeting 
and  written  comments  received,  this 
document  has  been  revised.  The  revised 
draft  document  contains  proposals  to 
provide  an  approach  for  protecting 
laboratory  workers  and  ffieir  work 
environment  from  chemical  substances 
that  may  pose  a  carcinogenic  risk.  This 
approach  is  based  on  the 
implementation  of  specific  work 
practices  and  engineering  controls  that 
are  applicable  to  the  laboratory 
workplace.  To  this  end,  the  meeting 
objective  is  to  answer  questions  or 
receive  comments  regarding  the  revised 
draft  document.  Written  comments  will 
also  be  considered  if  received  by  August 
14,1979.  . 

The  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  July  24,  h^m  9:00  a.m.  to  5.*00 
p.m.  in  Masur  Auditorium,  Building  10, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available.  It  is 
requested  that  individuals  wishing  to 
attend  give  advance  notice  to: 

Ms.  Ronda  Rice,  National  Institute  of 

Environmental  Health  Sciences,  P.O. 

Box  12233,  Research  Triangle  Park, 

NC  27709.  Telephone:  (919)  541-3506/ 

FTS  629-3506. 

A  copy  of  the  draft  document  and  any 
additional  information  regarding  the 
meeting  may  be  requested  from  Ms. 
Rice. 

Dated:  May  29, 1979. 

Suzanne  L.  Ftemeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer.  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18480  FIM  8-13-79;  845  am) 

MLLMQ  CODE  41194)9-11 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Butte  District  Grazing  Advlaory  Board; 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
%vith  Pub.  L  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Butte  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  be  held  on  Monday,  July  IQ,  1979. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  in  the 
meeting  room  of  the  Capri  Motel.  220 
North  Wyoming  Street,  Butte,  Montana. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include:  (1)  A  review  of  proposed 
District  range  improvement  projects  for 
fiscal  year  1980;  (2)  a  discussion  of  the 
ciurent  status  of  aUotment  management 
planning  in  the  Mountain  Foothills 
Range  Environmental  Statement  area; 

(3)  a  discussion  of  range  betterment 
fund  utilization  for  range  improvements; 

(4)  a  discussion  of  range  improvement 
funding  under  Sec.  5(a)  of  the  Public 
Rangelands  Improvement  Act  of  1978; 

(5)  an  update  on  the  District’s 
wilderness  review  program  and  its 
impact  on  AMP  development;  (6) 
arrangements  for  the  next  meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  boaid  between  1  and  2 
p.m.  on  July  16,  or  file  written 
statements  for  the  board’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  must  notify  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  P.O.  Box  308,  Butte. 
Montana  59701  by  July  12. 1979. 
Depending  on  the  number  of  persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements,  a  per 
person  time  limit  may  be  established  by 
the  District  Manager. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction, 
during  regular  business  hours,  wi  Jun  30 
days  following  the  meeting. 

Dated:  June  7. 1979. 

Jack  A.  McIntosh, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc  78-18548  Filed  6-18-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Colorado  28022  -a  Through  -I] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.^  Pipeline 
Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as  amended  (30 
U.S.C.  185),  Northwest  Pipeline 


Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah  84110,  has  applied  for  ri^ts- 
of'Way  crossing  approximately  11.2 
miles  of  public  land  in  Mesa  County, 
Colorado.  The  rights-of-way  are  for  the 
Coors  Gathering  Ststem  and  are 
comprised  of  4Vii"  and  6  %"  o.d.  natural 
gas  lateral  pipelines  and  well  ties.  The 
lands  affected  are  described  as: 

T.9S.,R.96W..6diP.M. 

Sea  27:  S%SW% 

Sea  28:  EV4.  NWV4 

Sea  29:  NWV4.  SWV^SWM 

Sea  30:  LoU  9. 12.  SViNE)4.  NWy4SEy4 

Sea  31:  Lot  7 

Sea  32:  WV4NWV4.  NV4SWV4 
Sea  33:  Lot  2 

T.  10  S..  R.  96  W..  6th  P.  M. 

Sea  5:  SWy4 
Sea  29:  SEy4ffiV4 
T.  8  S..  R.  97  W..  6th  P.  M. 

Sea  26:  SEy4 

Sea  35:  SEy4NWy4,  NWy4SWy4 

T.  9  S..  R.  97  W..  6th  P.  M. 

Sea  2:  SWy4SWV4 

Sec.  3:  Lot  1,  SEy4NEy4 

Sea  11:  WViNWy4 

Sea  15:  SVU^lEy4.  NV4SEy4.  SEy4SE^ 

Sea  25:  SWy4SWy4 
Sec.  26:  SEV4.  SEy4NWy4 
Sea  28:  WV4SWy4 
Sea  29:  EVt 
Sea  33:  NVU<W^ 

SEc.  35:  NWy4NEy4.  SEy4NWy4 
Sea  36:  NW%.  EV4^y4 
T.10S..R.97W.,6thP.M. 

Sec.  1:  Lots  1. 3.  SEy4NWV^ 

*1116  proposed  pipelines  will  enable 
the  applicant  to  convey  natural  gas  from 
wellheads  in  the  Roberts  Canyon-Shire 
Gulch  Field. 

The  purposes  of  this  notice  are:  To 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  be  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analyses  necessary  for 
determining  whether  the  application 
should  be  approved  and,  if  so,  under 
what  terms  and  conditions;  to  allow 
interested  parties  to  comment  on  the 
application,  and  allow  any  persons 
asserting  a  claim  to  the  lan^  or  having 
bona  fide  objections  to  the  proposed 
natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way  to  file 
their  objections  in  this  office.  Any 
person  asserting  a  claim  to  the  lands  or 
having  bona  fide  objections  must 
include  evidence  that  a  copy  thereof  has 
been  served  on  the  applicant. 

Any  comment,  claim,  or  objection 
must  be  filed  with  the  Team  Leader, 
Canon  City-Grand  Juction  Team,  Branch 
of  Adjudication,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Colorado  State  Office, 
Room  700,  Colorado  State  Bank 
Building.  1600  Broadway,  Denver 


-  Colorado  80202,  as  pitmq)tly  as  possiUe 
after  publication  of  this  notice. 

Rodney  A  Rabsfta, 

LeaderCanon  City-Grand  Junction  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

(FR  Doc.  7e-iaM8  FUad  e-U-7IC  8046  Ml 
MLLMQ  CODE  tttf  M 


[NM  36M1] 

Nuw  Muxlco;  AppHcsUon 

June  5. 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  hfineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C  186),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16, 1973  (87  Stat 
576),  Gas  Company  of  New  M^co  has 
applied  for  one  4-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the 
following  land: 

New  Mexico  Prfndpel  Maridhm,  Mew  Mexico 
T.  20  S.,  R.  33  E., 

Sea  27,  SWy4NEy4  and  EV4NW%. 

'This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .337  of  a  mile  of  public  land  in 
Lea  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  infrunn 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
"  approved,  and  if  so,  under  udiat  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  eiqrress 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
P.O.  Box  1397,  RosweU,  New  Mexico 
88201. 

FkedE.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
(^rations. 

|FR  Doc.  78-18650  PUmI  8-13-79;  8d45  m] 
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[NM  36803, 36805, 36873, 36875, 3687«, 
36878,  and  36876] 

New  Mexico;  Appicatloiw 

June  6, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Minereal  Leasing 
Act  of  1920  (30  U.S.C  185),  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  November  16, 1973  (87 
Stat  576),  El  Paso  Natural  Cm  Conqmny 
has  applied  for  seven  4Vi-indi  natu^ 
gas  pipeline  rights-of-way  across  the 
following  lands: 

New  Mexico  Prinkpal  Meffafiaa,  New  Mexico 
T.28N..R.8W.. 

Sea  20.  SWy4SW%; 

Sea  29.  fiWVtNWVt. 

T.30N.,R.8W.. 

Sec.  19.  SEy4SEy4; 

Sea  29,  lot  4; 

Sea  30.  lot  5. 


V 
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T.  31  N.,  R.  9  W, 

Sec.  17.  lots  3, 4,  5  and  6. 

T.  30  N..  R.  10  W..  • 

Sec.  22.  lot  1; 

Sec.  23,  lots  3  and  4. 

T,  31  N..  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  27,  lots  9  and  10. 

T.  28  N..  11  W.. 

Sec.  26.  NEV4SWy4; 

Sec.  29.  W^NEV4.  SEy4NEy4  and 
N%NWy4. 

These  pipelines  will  convey  natural 
gas  across  2.540  miles  of  public  lands  in 
San  Juan  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  applications  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico  87107. 

Fred  E.  Padilla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-18SS1  Filed  6-13-7V.  S:45  ami 
BIUJNO  CODE  4310-a4-M 


[NM  36877] 

New  Mexico;  Application 

June  5, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185],  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16, 1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  has 
applied  for  one  4V^-inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  right-of-way  across  the 
following  lands; 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
T.  25  S..  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  1.  lot  4; 

Sea  2.  lot  1  and  S%NEy4 
T.  24  S.,  R.  32  £„ 

Sea  30.  lot  4.  SWy4NEy4.  EV^SWy4  and 
NWV^SEy4; 

Sea  31,  lot  1. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  1.585  miles  of  public  lands  in 
Eddy  and  Lea  Counti^  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  indiat  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District 


Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  ^x  1397,  Roswell.  New  Mexico. 
Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  79-16SS2  Filed  e-lS-TS:  8:45  ami 
SttUNQ  CODE  4>10-a4-M 


[NM  9688] 

New  Mexico;  Notice  of  Termination  of 
Classification  of  Public  Lands  for 
Multiple-Use  Management 

June  4, 1979. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  regiilations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2461.5(c)(2),  the 
classification  and  segregation  of  the 
following-described  lands  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  8, 1970  (FR  Doc.  7(>>10340;  35  FR 
12672-12673),  is  hereby  terminated: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
GROUP  I 
Unit  02-12 
T.  4  N..  R.  17  W., 

Sec.  6,  lots  4  and  12; 

Sec.  7.  Ey4SWy4; 

Sec.  8.  swy4NEy4.  SEy4Nwy4.  wv^Nwy4 
and  SV4; 

Sec.  10,  SEy4SWy4; 

Secs.  11, 14, 15  and  17; 

Sea  18,  lots  1. 2.  NEy4.  EV^NWy4. 

SEy4SWy4  and  SV^SEy4;  - 
Sec.  19,  lot  2.  NEy4NEy4  and  SEy4NWy4; 
Sea  20.  NV^NV4; 

Sec.  21.  NV4.  NViSV4  and  SWy4SEy4; 

Sea  22.  NV^,  SWy4  and  NV4SEy4; 

Sea  23.  NV^NWy4,  SWy4NWy4  and 

SEy4Swy4. 

T.  4  N..  R.  18  W., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1, 2,  3, 4, 7, 8, 9. 10  and  SEy4; 

Sea  5.  lots  1  to  12  inclusive,  Ni4SV^  and 

swy4swy4; 

Secs.  6  and  7;  - 

Sea  8.  NWy4NWy4.  SV^NWy4  and  SWVt; 
Sea  11.  EVi; 

Sec.  12,  NEy4  and  EViSEM; 

Sec.  13  and  14; 

Sec.  15.  S%NEy4  and  S\4; 

Sec.  17.  WV^  and  S%SEy4; 

Secs.  18. 19  and  20; 

Sea  21.  NV4  and  NViSV4; 

Sea  22,  EV^,  NW%.  N%SWy4  and 
SEV^SWV4; 

Secs.  23. 24  and  26; 

Sea  27,  E%,  EVU4WV4  and  SWy4; 

Sea  28.  SE%SEy4; 

Sea  29.  EVWEV^  EVfcSWV4  and  SE%; 

Sea  3a  ioU  1, 2,  NEV^  and  EV4NW%; 

Sea  31.  lots  1, 2. 3, 4,  and  EV4WV%; 

Sea  33.  EVWV4.  SW^NEV^.  SE%SWy4  and 
WV^SEy4; 

Sea  34.  Wt4NEy4,  ^V4NEy4,  WV4  and 
SEW, 

Sea  35. 

T.  5  N..  R.  18  W., 

Sea  3a 

T.4N,R.19W., 

Sea  1.  lots  1  to  12  indnshre,  EV^SWMi  and 
SEy4; 

Sea  3; 

Sea  4,  lots  1  to  12  inclusive.  NV&SV4. 

SW^WV4  and  SEV4SEy4; 

Secs.  5  and  6; 


Sec.  7.  lots  3. 4.  EM  and  EV^SWy4; 

Sea  a  NV^  and  SWy4; 

Sec.  9,  NViNEy4; 

Sec.  10,  NVi  and  SEV^; 

Sec.  11,  WV^SWy4; 

Sea  12.  lots  1, 2. 3, 4, 5.  NEVi  and 
EV4NWy4; 

Sec.  14,  Nwy4Nwy4,  sviswy4,  NEy4SEy4 
and  SWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  15,  NEy4NEy4  and  W%SEy4; 

Sec.  19.  SViNEy4  and  SEV4; 

Sec.  20.  SWy4NEi4,  SV^NWy4.  SWy4  and 
WV^SEV^* 

Sec.  21,  NEy4,  swy4Nwy4.  Nwy4swy4, 
SEy4SWy4.  WV^SEy4  and  NEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  22.  SEy4NEy4.  NViNWy4.  SWy4NWV4 
and  SEy4; 

Sec.  23.  loU  1. 2  and  WMNWy4; 

Sea  26.  lots  1  to  10  inclusive  and  ViMSEV*; 
Sec.  27,  lots  1  to  8  inclusive,  EV4NW%, 
SWy4NWy4  and-SEy4; 

Sec.  2a  NWy4NEy4.  EViNWy^, 

NWV4SWy4.  SEy4SWy4.  S%SEy4  and 
NEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  29.  WV^EV^,  NWy4.  NV4SWy4  and 
SE^SWy4; 

Sec.  30.  NEy4  and  N^SEy4; 

Sec.  31.  lots  2. 3. 4,  NEy4NEV^  and 
SEV^SEV^' 

Sec.  33.  NEt4.  EViNWy4.  SWy4NWy4  and 
SV4' 

Sea  34.  WViNEy4,  NWy4  and  S%; 

Sec.  3a  SWy4  and  WV4SEy4. 

T.  5  N..  R.  19  W.. 

Sec.  10.  SMi; 

Sec.  12,  N%; 

See  14* 

Sec!  22!  EM.  NViNWy4  and  WV^SWy4; 

S0C  24* 

Sec!  20!  WViNWy4  and  SWy4; 

Sec.  34,  SV^; . 

Sea  36,  SMNWV^  and  SVi. 

T.4N..R.20W„ 

14* 

Sea  19!  EV^EV^,  SWy4NEy4  and  SWy4SEy4; 
Sea  2a  lota  1.  2.  3,  4.  EV4NW%. 

SWy4NWy4  and  SM; 

Secs.  21,  22, 23  and  24; 

Sea  25,  lota  1. 2, 3. 4,  NV^  and  EV^SWy4; 
Sea  2a  NEy4NEy4.  WMEM,  MUM  and 
SE%SEy4; 

Secs.  27, 2a  29,  31, 33.  34  and  3a 
Unit  02-13 
T.  3  N..  R.  14  W.. 

Sea  3a  lota  1. 2. 3. 4.  and  EViWH. 

T.  2  N..  R.  15  W„ 

Sea  3.  lota  1. 2. 3,  NWy4NEy4  and  SV^NH. 
T.  3  N..  R,  15  W„ 

Sea  la  SViSWy4; 

Sea  14.  WV^y4.  NWy4  and  SV^; 

Sea  la 

Sea  21.  Bi4SE^ 

Sea  22.  EVa  EVUilWy4  and  SWV4; 

Sea  23; 

Sea24.NW%; 

Sea  2a  NW%  and  S%; 

Sea  2a 

Sea  27.  NV4NK  and  SV^%; 

Sea  2a  NV%NEy4; 

Sea  3a  EVUiiEV^; 

Sea  34.  NM.  EMSWy4  and  SBM; 

Sea  35. 

Unit  00-14 
T.  1 N..  R.  13  W,. 

Sea  7.  lota  a  4.  EMSWM  and  SEM; 

Sea  la  lota  1.  a  a  EMNWM  and 
NBMSWM. 

T.  1 N.,  R.  14  W., 

Sea  3; 
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Sec.  7.  lot  4.  EV^EV^,  SEV4SWy4  and 
SWV4SEV4; 

Secs.  8, 9. 10  and  11: 

Sec.  13,  NVi  and  NViSVi; 

Secs.  14  and  IS; 

Sec.  17,  NEV4NEV4,  SViNV4  and  SVi: 

Sec.  18,  lots  1,  2,  3, 4,  NWV4NEV4,  SV^NEV4, 
E^WVi  and  SEV4: 

Sec.  19; 

Sec.  23,  NV4  and  NV^SVk; 

Secs.  28  and  27; 

Sec.  28,  SEV4NE%,  WVi  and  EV^SEV4: 

29* 

Sec.  30;  lots  1, 2.  NEy4,  EViNWy4, 
NEy4SWy4,  NV^SEy4  and  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  33,  EV^EV^  and  WV4; 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

T.  1 N.,  R.  15  W., 

Sec.  9,  SEMi; 

Sec.  10.  NEy4SWy4.  SV4SWy4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  11.  SWy4: 

Sec.  12,  SV^SEy4; 

Sec.  13' 

Sec!  14!  SEy4NEy4.  NEy4Swy4.  sviswy4 
and  SEMi; 

Sec.  15.  NVi  and  NWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  19.  lots  2.  3,  4.  SEy4NEy4,  EV4SWy4 
and  SEy4; 

Sec.  20,  WV^NWy4.  S%SWy4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  21.  SEy4NEy4.  SV^SV^  and  NEy4SEy4; 

'  Sec.  22.  SViNWy4  and  SI4; 

Sec.  23.  SWy4; 

S0C  24* 

Sec!  26!  NViNWy4; 

Sec.  27,  NV4: 

Sec.  28,  NV^  and  SWy4; 

Secs.  29,  30  and  31; 

Sec.  33,  WV^NEy4,  WV4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  34,  EViNEy4  and  SV^; 

Sec.  35,  EV^.  S^NWy4  and  SWy4. 

T.  1  N..  R.  16  W.. 

Sec.  13,  WMNEy4: 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  26,  EV4EV4. 

T.  1  S,.  R.  14  W.. 

Sec.  3,  lots  1  to  12  inclusive  and  NViSVi; 
Sec.  4,  lots  3, 8, 9  and  EV^SEVi; 

Sec.  5.  lots  1.  2. 3. 4,  5, 12  and  NWy4SWy4; 
Sec.  6,  lot  1; 

Sec.  7.  loU  2.  3, 4,  SEy4NWy4  and 
EV^SW  V^' 

Sec.  17,  EV&!  NViNWy4.  SEy4NWy4  and 
NEy4SWy4; 

Sec.  20,  NV^NEy4  an^SWy4NEy4. 

T.  1  S..  R.  15  W., 

Secs.  1,  3, 4,  5,  9  and  10; 

Sec.  11.  N^,  SWy4.  N^SEy4  and 

swy4SEy4: 

Sec.  12.  E%  and  YLWNVi. 

Unit  02-16 
T.  6  N..  R.  1  W.. 

.  Sec.  18,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EV^WV^. 

T.  6  N..  R.  2  W.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  1. 2.  SEy4NEy4  and  SWy4SEy4; 
Secs.  10, 12, 14, 18.  20,  22,  24,  26,  28, 30  and 
34. 

T.  6  N,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  2,  lots  2.  3.  SWy4NEy4  and  SEy4NWy4; 
Secs.  4, 6  and  ^  « 

Sec.  10.  EVi  and  SWy4: 

Secs.  12. 14, 18,  20  and  22; 

Sec.  24.  EV4  and  EV^WV^; 

Sec  30* 

Sec!  34!  NV^.  swy4,  WV^SEy4  and 
SEy4SEy4. 

T.  7  N..  R.  3  W.. 

Secs.  4, 6.  8. 10, 18,  20.  22.  28,  30  and  34. 
T.6N..  R.4W.. 

Secs.  4. 6, 8.  la  12. 14  and  20; 

Sec.  22.  and  SWy4; 


Secs.  24.  28, 28. 30  and  34. 

T.7N..R.4Wn 

Sec.  4.  lots  1. 2. 3. 4.  SV4N14  and  SEM; 

Sec.  8; 

Sec.  10.  SV^; 

See.  12s 

Sec.  14.  SVU^ys.  WVi  and  SEys; 

Sec.  la  EV^  and  SEysSWV^; 

Sec.  20; 

Sec.  22,  EV^  and  NWMi; 

Secs.  24. 28. 2a  30  and  34. 

T.  5  N..  R.  5  W.. 

Secs,  a  a  a  12^  la  la  20, 22. 24. 2a  2a  30 

and  34. 

T.6N.,R.5W.. 

Secs,  a  8  and  la 

Sec.  la  EV^.  EV^WV^  and  WV4SWy4: 

Secs,  la  la  2a  22  and  24; 

Sec.  2a  EV^.  EMWV^  and  WV^SWys; 

Sec.  2a  EV^.  NVU4Wy4  and  SWy4; 

Secs.  30  and  34. 

T.7N..R.5W., 

Sec.  a  lots  1.  a  sviNEy4,  Nwy4swy4. 

NVi%y4  and  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  10.  W  Vi  and  SEy4: 

Sea  la 

Sec.  14.  NVi,  NViSVi,  SWV^SWV*  and 
SEViSEVi* 

Sec.  20.  EViEVi,  NWy4NEVi.  NEy4NWy4. 

WViWVi  and  SEy4SWy4: 

Sec.  22,  WVi  and  SEVi; 

Secs.  24,  26  and  2a 

Sec.  3a  loU  1.  a  EVi  and  EViNWy4: 

Sec.  34. 

T.  5  N..  R.  6  Wm 
Sec.  a  SEy4; 

Sec.  a 
See  10  EVb* 

Sec!  12!  NVi’.  swy4.  NEy4SEy4  and 
sviSEy4: 

14* 

Sec.  20!  EViNEy4.  SWy4NEy4.  WVi  and 
SEVi; 

Secs.  2a  24. 2a  2a  30  and  34. 
T.6N.,R.6W.. 

Secs.  1, 3, 4  and  a 

Sec.  a  lots  5.  a  7.  SViNEy4.  SEViNV/V*. 

EViSWy4  and  SEy4: 

Secs.  7. 8  and  a 
Sec.  10.  SViNEy4; 

Secs.  11  and  13; 

Sec.  14.  WVi  and  SEy4; 

Secs.  15, 17. 18, 19,  20.  21.  23.  25  and  27; 
Sec.  2a  NEy4.  SViSVi  and  NEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  29* 

Sec!  3o’lots  3.  5. 9. 10,  EVi  and  NEy4SWy4; 
Secs.  31, 33,  34  and  35. 

T.7N..R.6W.. 

Secs.  1  and  3; 

Sec.  a  SViNVi  and  SVi; 

S^c  5*  * 

Sec!  o!  loto  1,  a  3,  a  7,  SViNEy4. 

SEy4NW%.  EViSWy4  and  SEy4: 

Sec.  7; 

Sec.  a  NEy4,  NViNWy4  and  SViSWy4; 
Secs.  9  and  11; 

Secia  NVi  and  SWy4: 

Sec.  la 

Sec!  la  NVi  and  NViSVi; 

Secs.  15, 17  and  la 
Sec.  20.  EViNEy4; 

Sec.  21; 

Sec.  2a  EVi  and  NWy4: 

Secs.  23  and  25; 

Sec.  2a  SViNEy4.  WVi  and  SEy4; 

Sees.  27. 29. 31  and  33; 

Sec.  34.  NViNWy4.  NEV&SWy4.  SViSWy4 
and  NWy4%y4; 

Sec.  35. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  7  W„ 

Sec.ia 


Sec.  2a  NEVa  EViNWV4.  NWViNWVi, 
NViSEy4and^ViSEVi. 

T.6N..R.7W.. 

Sgc*1* 

Sec.  a  lots  1.  a  a  9.  la  14  and  SEV4NEVi; 
Sec.  11,  lots  1, 6  and  7; 

Sec.  la  lots  1  to  12  indusive,  la  la  16  and 
17; 

Sec.  13,  loU  1.  a  3.  a  7. 9.  la  11.  la  and  la 
Sec.  24,  lot  1; 

Sec.  25,  lots  a  a  a  la  la  14  and  la 
Sec.  3a  lots  2  and  a 
Sec.  35.  lots  1, 9,  la  11. 13, 15  and  la 
Sec.  3a  lots  1. 3.  a  a  a  a  la  la  i7.  EViEVi 
and  NWV4NEV4. 

The  areas  described  above  aggregate 
approximately  181,736.70  acres  in 
Oatron,  Socorro  and  Valencia  Counties. 

2.  Ihe  lands  described  above  are 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  at  10:00 
am.  on  the  30th  day  following 
publication  of  this  notice. 

Billy  M.  Brady, 

Acting  State  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1S4SS  Piled  S-13-79;  8:4s  «■!  . 

BILLMQ  CODE  4S10-S4-M 

RoswbN  District  Grazing  Advteory 
Board;  Heeding 

In  accordance  with  Section  403  of  Pub. 
L  94-579,  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act,  notice  is  given  of  the 
following  Board  meeting. 

Name:  Roswell  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board. 

Date:  )uly  19. 1979. 

Place:  Roswell  District  Office,  1717  West 
Second  Stret  Roswell  New  Mexico. 

Time:  9  a  jn.  to  2  pm. 

Proposed  Agenda: 

9HX)  to  9:30  a.m. — Election  of  Officers. 

9:30  to  10:30  a.m. — Use  of  Range  Betterment 
Funds. 

10:30  to  12.'00  noon — ^AMP  development  in  the 
East  Roswell  Environmental  Statement 
area. 

IKJO  to  1:30  p.m. — Public  comment  period. 

1:30  to  2.-00  pm. — ^Agenda  and  time  of  next 
*  meeting. 

This  is  the  second  meeting  of  the 
Board  which  shall  serve  to  offer  advice 
and  make  recommendations  regarding 
commercial  livestock  grazing  in  the 
development  of  allotment  management 
plans  (AMP’s)  and  the  utilizaiton  of 
range-betterment  funds  with  respect  to 
commercial  livestock  grazing  within  the 
Roswell  District. 

June  6. 1979. 

James  H.  O’Connor, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc  7»-lS4e7  Piled  S-IS-TSC  4:46  aa| 

MUJNO  CODE  4310-S4-II 


[U<42733] 

Utah;  AppHcatiop 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C  185),  TCP 
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Gathering  Co.  has  applied  for  an  8% 
inch  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

Sah  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 
T.  30  S..  R.  25  E.. 

Secs.  15, 16.  22,  23,  25,  26.  and  36. 

T.  30  S.,  R.  26  E., 

Sec.  31. 

T.  31  S.,  R.  26  E,, 

Secs.  5. 6, 8, 9, 10,  and  11. 

The  right-of-way  is  needed  for  the 
applicant's  gas  gathering  system  located 
in  San  Juan  County,  Utah. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  the  preparation  of 
environmental  and  other  analyses 
necessary  for  determining  whether  the 
application  should  be  approved,  and  if 
so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  should  express 
Iheir  interest  and  views  to  the  Moab 
Oislrict  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Box  970,  Moab,  Utah, 
64532. 

Dell  T.  Waddoups, 

Chief.  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(Fit  Ctic.  r»-litS6S  Filed  0-13-79;  0:45  am] 

BHJJNO  COOC  4910-S4-M 


Utah,  Allan  Warner  Valley 
Environmental  Statement  Intent  to 
Prepare  an  Environmental  Statement 
and  Conduct  Scoping  Meetinga 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM) 
Department  of  the  Interior,  plans  to 
prepare  a  draft  environmental  statement 
(ES)  on  Nevada  Power  Company’s 
proposed  2,500  megawatt  (MW)  Allen 
Wam*'r  Valley  Energy  System.  The 
proposed  energy  system  would  involve: 
Development  of  the  Alton  Coal  field 
(addressed  in  the  Final  Southern  Utah 
Regional  Coal  ES);  a  coal  processing 
facility:  two  coal  slurry  pipelines:  a 
55,000  acres-feet  reservoir  near  St. 
George,  Utah:  a  500  MW  power  plant  in 
Warner  Valley,  Utah:  a  2,000  MW  power 
plant  east  of  Las  Vegas,  Nevada;  and  an 
electrical  transmission  system  to 
California.  Public  lands  within  the  states 
of  Utah,  Arizona,  Nevada  and  California 
would  be  involved. 

In  accordance  with  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality's  regulations,  a 
series  of  scoping  meetings  are 
scheduled,  liie  purpose  of  these 
meetings  it  to  identify  the  significant 
issues  and  alternatives  to  be  analyzed  in 
the  ES.  Meetings  will  be  held  as  follows: 
July  25, 1979  in  room  A-3,  Meeting  Room 
Annex,  Las  Vegas  Convention  Center, 
350  South  Paradise  Road,  Las  Vegas, 


Nevada;  July  26, 1979  in  room  220,  Salt 
Palace,  100  South  West  Temple,  ^It 
Lake  City,  Utah;  and  July  27, 1979  in  the 
Auditorium  of  the  Washington  County 
Courthouse,  197  East  Tabernacle,  St. 
George,  Utah.  All  meetings  will  begin  at 
7:00  p.m. 

All  interested  agencies,  organizations 
or  persons  desiring  to  assist  in  the 
scoping  process  should  familiarize 
themselves  with  the  proposed  project 
and  attend  at  least  one  of  the  scheduled 
meetings.  Information  on  the  proposed 
project  may  be  obtained  fi-om  the  Cedar 
City  District  Office  as  noted  below  or 
from  the  applicant,  Nevada  Power 
Company.  P.O.  Box  230,  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada  89151.  Those  desiring  to 
participate  in  the  ES  scoping  process  but 
unable  to  attend  one  of  Ae  above 
meetings  should  contact  Mr.  Jerry 
Meredith  for  further  information  at  the 
following  address: 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Post  Office  Box 
724,  Cedar  City,  Utah  64720.  Area  Code 
601-586-2401. 

Dated:  June  7, 1970. 

William  G.  LeaveU, 

Associate  State  Director,  Utah  State  Office.^ 

|FR  Doc.  7»-1S5S«  Filed  6-13-79;  6:45  am) 

BHXINQ  CODE  4310-64-M 


[W-68238] 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  7, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  of 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado  filed  an 
application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  a  AW  O.D.  pipeline,  a  4'  by  6' 
meter  house  and  related  metering  and 
dehydration  facilities  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  20  N..  R.  92  W.. 

Sec.  32.  NViSWy4  and  SWV4SWy4. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Federal  #1-32  Well 
located  in  the  SWV4  of  section  32,  to  a 
point  of  connection  with  an  existing 
pipeline  located  in  the  N^  of  section  31, 
all  located  within  T.  20  N.,  R.  92  W., 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming.  The 
proposed  4'  by  6'  meter  house  and 
related  metering  and  dehydration 
facilities  are  to  be  located  entirely 
within  the  proposed  50'  right-of-way  in 
the  SWV4  of  section  32.  T.  20  N.,  R.  92 
W..  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bm%au  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 


whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express  _ 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
indude  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1300  Third 
Street  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins.  Wyoming 
82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchoomb, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc  79-18657  FU«1 6-13-79;  8:45  uni 
BNJJNQ  COOC  4310-S4-M 


[W-682391 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  8. 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  of 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado  filed  an 
application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  a  6%  O.D.  natural  gas  pipeline 
for  the  purpose  of  transporting  natural 
gas  across  the  following  described 
public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.18N..R.98W.. 

Sec.  28,  NV4SWV4  and  SEV4SWy4. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  finm  the  Higgins  Unit  ^2A 
Well  located  in  the  N14  of  section  33,  to 
a  point  of  connection  with  an  existing 
pipeline  in  the  SWV^  of  section  28,  all 
within  T.  18  N.,  R.  98  W.,  Sweetwater 
County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms . 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  Highway 
187  N.,  P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stineboomb, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operatiors.  ^ 

(FR  Doc  79-18656  Piled  6-13-79;  8:46  am] 

BOJJNQ  COOC  ai6-a4-M 
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[Wyoming  67876] 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  S,  1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  filed  an  application  for 
a  right-of-way  to  construct  nineteen  4  Vi 
inch  O.D.  pipelines  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Prinidpal  Meridan,  Wyoming 

•  T.  18  N..  R.  Ill  W., 

Sec.  18. 

T.  21 N..  R.  Ill  W.. 

Secs.  8  and  18. 

T.  18  N..  R.  112  W.. 

Secs.  12, 14  and  30. 

T.19N..  R.  112  W.. 

Secs.  2,  20  and  28. 

T.  20  N..  R.  112  W.. 

Secs.  16, 24  and  36. 

T.  21 N..  R.  112  W., 

Secs.  20, 24  and  28. 

T.19N..R.113  W., 

Secs.  12  and  24. 

The  proposed  pipelines  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Wilson  Ranch  Well 
Numbers  5, 12, 17;  Whiskey  Butte  Well 
Numbers  23, 25. 32, 33, 34;  champlin  285 
F-l,  206  C#l.  358  C#l.  358  G-l,  206  D-1; 
7  Mile  Gulch  Well  Numbers  9  and  11; 
Fabian  Ditch  2-2  Well;  Federal  #1-24; 
Lansdale  Fed.  #28-1  Well;  and  the  Bruff 
#1-14  Well  to  points  of  connection  with 
Northwest  Pipelines  Moxa  Arch 
gathering  system  all  within  Tps.  18  and 
21 N.,  R.  Ill  W.,  and  Tps.  18  and  19  N., 
R.  112  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  T.  18  N., 
R.  112  W.,  Uinta  County,  and  Tps.  19 
and  21 N.,  R.  112  W.,  and  T.  19  N.,  R.  113 
W.,  Lincoln  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved  and,  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  .do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Highway 
187  North.  P.O.  Box  1860,  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-185S0  Filed  S-ia-TS;  S:4S  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4S10-S4-lf 


[W-65822  Amendment] 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  6, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185],  the 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  of 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado  filed  an 
application  to  amend  their  pending 
ri^t-of-way  to  construct  addition  4V4" 
O.D.  pipelines  and  related  facilities 
consisting  of  three  4'x6'  meter  houses 
and  dehydrators  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  natiu*al  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  18  N..  R,  93  W., 

Sec.  10,  SWV4NEy4.  NEV4SW'y4.  SV4SWy4 
and  NWy4SEy4: 

Sec.  16.  NEy4NEy4.  SV&NEy4.  NEy4SWy4. 

SV4SWy4  and  NWy4SEy4: 

Sec.  20.  NEy4NEy4.  SWNEy4.  EV^SWy4  and 
NEy4SEy4. 

The  proposed  additional  pipeline  will 
transport  natural  gas  firom  Ae  Federal 
#20-18-93  well  located  in  the 
SWV4SWV4  of  section  20,  the  Marathon 
#3-16  well  located  in  the  SWyiSWV4  of 
section  16.  and  the  Federal  #2-10  well 
located  in  the  SWV^SWV*  of  section  10 
to  points  of  connection  with  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Company’s  extension  of 
their  proposed  F-56  line  extending  from 
a  point  located  in  the  SWV^  of  section  2, 
all  within  T.  18  N.,  R.  93  W.,  Carbon 
County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so.  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
incliide  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  1300  Third 

Steet  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 

82301. 

Harold  G.  Srinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-iasw  Filed  S-l»-7g;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNO  CODE  4S1».a4-M 


[Wyoming  67937] 

Wyoming;  Application 

June  5, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
of  Brighton.  Colorado  filed  an 
application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  a  4",  6"  and  8"  natural  gas 
pipelines,  and  dehydration,  laum^ing 
and  receiving  facilities,  and  associated 
valve  settings  for  pipeline  jimctions  for 
the  purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  26  N..  R.  96  W., 

Sec.  18,  lot  8; 

Sec.  19,  lots  2  and  5. 

T.  22  N..  R.  97  W., 

Sec.  26,  NEy4SWy4  and  NViSEy4. 

T.  23  N..  R.  97  W.. 

Sec.  11  WWSWV4' 

Sec.  14!  NEy4,  WyiNWy4  and  SEy4NWy4. 

T.  25  N..  R.  97  W.. 

Sec.  14.  WV4NEy4. 

T.26N.,R.97W., 

Sec.  23.  NWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  24.  SEy4NEy4  and  NV4SEy4. 

The  proposed  pipelines  will  connect 
Davis  J.  T.  Federal  #1,  Davis  West 
Sheep  Camp  #1,  Davis  Forbes  Federal 
#1,  Davis  Flckett  Lake  #2,  Davis  Pickett 
Lake  #3,  Davis  Pickett  Lake  #4  Wells  to 
expand  a  gathering  system  to  transport 
natural  gas  to  Colorado  Interstate  Gas 
Company’s  main  transmission  line.  The 
dehydration,  launching  and  receiving 
facilities  and  associated  valve  settings 
for  pipeline  junctions  are  all  located 
wit^  the  proposed  rights-of-way  in  T. 
26  N..  R.  96  W..  Tps.  22.  23,  25.  26  N..  R. 
97  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved  and.  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1300  Third 
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Street,  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 
82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb,  " 

Chief.  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18501  Filed  6-18-79;  a-4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-M-M 


[New  Mexico  1239;  Arndt  1] 

New  Mexico;  Termination  of 
Classification  of  Public  Lands  for 
Multiple-Use  Management 

June  6, 1979. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2461.5(c)(2).  the 
classification  and  segregation  of  the 
following-described  lands  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  7, 1970  (F.R.  Doc.  70-10280;  35 
F.R.  12619-12620),  is  hereby  terminated: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 

Unit  2-01 

T.  1  N..  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  36. 

T.  2  N..  R.  20  W., 

Sec.  36,  EV^. 

T.IS..  R.20W., 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  to  16,  inclusive  and  SV4; 

Sec.  16. 

Unit  2-02 
T.lS.,  R.9W., 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  to  12,  inclusive  and 
NWVaSWya. 

T.  1  N.,  R.  18  W., 

See  2f 

Sec.  16,  NV%,  SEVaSWVa  and  SEVa; 

Sec.  32. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  18  W.. 

Sec.  1,  lot  2.  SWVaNEVs,  SEVaNWVa, 
NEV4SWV4  and  NWV4SEy4; 

Sec.  2; 

Sec.  4,  lots  2, 3,  and  4; 

Sec.  5,  lot  1  and  SEyiNEV^; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  7.  inclusive,  SV^NEMt  and 
SEy4NWy4; 

Sec.  7.  lots  1, 2, 3,  EVi  and  EViSWy4; 

Sec.  8.  SV^NV^; 

Sec  9  NV^NVi* 

Sec!  12,  NWy4NEy4,  SV4NWy4.  NV4SWy4 
and  SWy4SWy4; 

Sec.  13,  NV4NWy4  and  SWy4NWy4; 

Sec  15  WV^' 

Sec!  18!  E%,  EV4NWy4.  SWy4NWy4.  and 

swy4; 

Sec.  20,  SV^NWy4; 

Sec.  21; 

Sec.  22.  WV4: 

Sec.  23.  SEy4; 

Sec.  27.  WV4; 

Sec.  28.  NV^.  NEy4SWy4  and  SEy4: 

Sec  32i 

Sec!  33.  EVi.  SEy4NWy4  and  SWy4: 

Sec.  34,  NWy4.  WV^SWy4  and  SEy4SWy4; 
Sec.  36. 

T.  3  N..  R.  18  W.. 

Sec.  29,  SViSWy4; 

Sec.  31.  lot  4.  SEy4SWy4  and  WV^SEy4; 
Sec.  32. 

T.  1  N..  R.  19  W.. 

Sec*  2y 

Sec.  16,  N%,  NViSWy4  and  NWy4SEy4: 


Sec.  36. 

T.  2  N.,  R.  19  W., 

Sec  1,  lots  1. 2. 3. 4.  SEy4NEy4.  SViNWy4 
andSV^: 

Sec.  11.  EV4.  EV^WV^,  NWy4NWy4  and 

swy4swy4: 

Sec.  12.  NV4.  NViSWy4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  13.  NEy4: 

Sec.  14.  WV4E%  and  WV^; 

Sec.  15, 16. 17, 32  and  36. 

T.  3  N  R.  19  W 

Sec."24.  EVi.  I^y4NWy4.  WV^WV^  and 
SEViSWV4* 

Sec.  36,  WV4NEy4,  NWy4  and  SV4. 

Unit  2-03 

T.  4  N..  R,  8  W.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  3, 4, 6  and  SEViNWMi: 

Sec.  7,  lots  1  to  4  inclusive,  NEVi,  EVtViVs, 
NViSEy4  and  SEy4SEy4. 

T.  4  N..  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  1.  lots  1  to  4  inclusive,  SV4NV^, 
NWy4SWy4,  NEy4SEy4  and  SV^S%; 

Secs.  2  and  5; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1, 2, 4,  and  5; 

Sec.  7.  lots  1. 2. 3. 4.  NEy4.  EV4WV4.  ' 
NV4SEy4  and  SWy4SE%; 

Sec.  9,  EM.  EMNWy4,  SWy4NWy4  and 
swy4: 

Sec.  11,  NM.  swy4,  NEy4SEy4  and 
WViSEVi* 

Sec.  12.  EM^y4  and  EMNWM; 

Sec.  13.  NM.  SWy4.  NEy4SEy4  and 
WMSEy4; 

Sec.  14.  NMNEy4; 

Secs.  15, 16,  and  17. 

T.5N.,R.9W.. 

1  fifln  9* 

Sec.  ‘3,  lots  1. 2. 4,  SMNM.  NMSWy4. 
SEy4SWy4  and  SEy4 

Sec.  4.  SEy4NEy4.  NEy4Swy4.  SMSwy4 
and  SEy4; 

5* 

Sec.  6!  lot  7.  SEy4SWy4  and  SMSEy4: 

Sees  7  &nd  9*  ^ 

Sec.  10.  NMNWy4  and  NWy4SWy4; 

S0C 

Sec!  12!  SWy4SWy4.  NEy4SEy4  and  sw 

y4SEy4: 

Sgc  13* 

Sec!  14!  NWy4NEy4.  SMNEM  and  SEy4; 

Sec  15* 

Sec!  lo!  NM.  WMSWy4.  SEy4SWy4  and 
SEy4; 

Sgc  17* 

Sec!  19!  lots  1.  2.  3. 4.  NEy4.  EMNWy4. 
NEy4SWy4.  NMSEy4  and  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  21  NEy4NEy4.  WMNEy4,  NWy4  and 
SM; 

ie&  m!  EMWM; 

Sec.  25.  EM.  NEy4NWy4.  WMNWy4  and 
SWM; 

Sec.  26.  EMNEM,  NWy4NEy4.  WM  and 
SEy4; 

Sec.  27.  NM.  EMSWM,  SWy4SWy4  and 
SEy4; 

Sec.  28; 

Sec.  29,  NEy4NEy4,  NMNWM,  SMNM  and 
SM* 

Sec  30.  NMNEM,  SEy4NEy4.  SEMSWM 
and  SWy4SEy4: 

Secs.  31.  32,  33,  35,  and  36. 

T.  4  N..  R.  10  W.. 

Secs.  1. 3,  and  5. 

T.5N..R.10W.. 

Sec.  33; 

Sec.  34  SWM* 

Sec.  35!  NWm’nEM,  SMNEM,  NWM  and 
SM. 


T.7N..R.10W., 

99  MWt4. 

Sec.  28,  NWMNEM,  NMNWM.  and 
SWMNWM; 

Sec.  32.  WMNWM. 

T.  4  N..  R.  11 W.. 

Secs.  3, 10  and  13; 

Sec.  14,  NEM  and  SM; 

S0CS  15  und  lOy 

Sec.  *22.  SWMNWM,  SWM  NWMSEM  and 
SMSEM; 

Secs.  23  and  25; 

Se&  26.  NEM.  NMNWM,  SWMNWM  and 
SM; 

Secs.  27, 32  and  33; 

Sec.  34,  SMNM  and  SM; 

Secs.  35  and  36. 

T.  5  N..  R.  12  W., 

Secs.  5  and  6; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2, 3. 4,  NEy4  and  EMWM. 
T.6N.,R.11W.. 

Sec.  32. 

T.6N..R.12  W.. 

Sec.  35. 

T.  7  N..  R.  12  W.. 

Sec.  19,  lot  1; 

Sec.  29. 

Unit  2-06 

T.2N..R.1E., 

Sec.  5.  lots  1. 2, 3.  and  4; 

Sec  6,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  NM. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  1 E., 

Sec.  6,  lots  1, 4, 5. 6  and  7; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2  and  3; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1. 2  and  3*. 

Sec.  19,  lots  1. 2, 3, 4  and  WMWM;  • 

Sec  30,  lots  1,  2.  3, 4,  NWMNWM, 
SMNWm  and  SWM; 

Sec.  31.  lots  1. 2. 3, 4. 5,  SWMNEM, 
NEMNWM,  SMNWM,  SWM  and 
WMSEM. 

.  T.  3  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  7  inclusive,  SMNEM, 
SEMNWM,  EMSWM  and  SEM; 

A 

Sec.  12.  NMSe’m  and  SWMSEM; 

Sec.  13,  lots  3, 4, 6, 7  and  SWM; 

Sec.  14.  NMNEM.  SWMNEM.  NEMNWM 
and  SMNWM; 

Sec  16; 

Sec.  24,  lots  1  to  6  inclusive,  WMEM  and 
EMWM; 

Sec.  25.  lots  1.  2.  3.  WMNEM,  WM. 

NMSEM  and  SWMSEM; 

Sec,  36; 

T.  1 N..  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  4,  lots  1, 2, 3  and  4; 

Sec.  5,  lots  2. 3, 4, 6.  SWMNWM  and 
WMSWM. 

T.  2  N..  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  32  lots  1  to  7  inclusive,  SWMNEM, 
NWM.  NMSWM  and  NWMSEM; 

Sec.  36,  NM.  NMSWM.  SWMSWM, 
NEMSEM  and  SMSEM. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  2. 

T.  2  N..  R.  4  W.. 

Sgc 

Sec!  16,  NMSWM,  NWMSEM  and 
SMSEM. 

Unit  2-08 
T.1S..R,1W.. 

Sec.  7.  lots  1, 2  and  4; 

Sec.  16.  loto  1. 2. 3. 4.  SMNWM  and  SM. 
T.1S..R.2W., 

Sec.  12,  lots  1. 2. 3  and  SEMNEy4. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  116  /  Thursday,  June  14,  1979  /  Notices 


34207 


Unit  2-09 
T.2S..  R.1E.. 

Sec.  16. 

T.  4  S..  R.  1  E.. 

Sec.  36. 

Unit  2-10 
T.  5  S..  R.  1  E.. 

Sec.  2. 

Unit  2-11 
T.  1  S..  R.  4  E.. 

Sec.  20,  NEVSi  and  SV^; 

Sec.  21.  N%SWy4  and  NWy4SEy4: 

Sec.  25.  EV^  and  NEy4NWy4; 

Sec.  26,  SEy4NWy4.  NEy4SWy4, 
SWVtSWV*  and  NEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  27,  S%; 

Sec.  28,  SV&; 

Secs.  29  and  33; 

Sec.  34.  NVi  and  NV^SV^; 

Sec.  35.  SEy4NEy4  and  SWy4NWy4. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  4  E.. 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,  2,  SV&NEy4  and  S%; 

Sec.  3,  SV&; 

Sgc  4* 

Sec.  5,’  lot  1,  SEy4NEy4  and  SEy4: 

Sec.  10,  NVi; 

Sec.  11.  EV^EV^; 

Sec.  12" 

Sec!  13!  E^  and  SWy4; 

Sec.  24,  EVi. 

T.  1  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  28,  WV^; 

Secs.  30  and  31. 

T.  2  S..  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  4.  NV^; 

Sec.  5,  NV^; 

Ilc“'30.“lofl.^y4  and  NEy4NWy4. 

T.  3  S..  R.  5  E.. 

Sec.  3;  « 

Sec.  4,  EV^SEy4: 

Sec.  9,  NEy4NEy4: 

Sec.  10.  WV^NEy4  and  NWy4; 

Sec.  13,  EV^SEy4. 

T.  4  S..  R,  5  E.. 

Sec.  10,  NEy4; 

Sec.  11.  EVi.  NWy4  and  NViSWMi; 

Sec,  12,  EVi  and  NViNWVi; 

Sec.  13,  EVi; 

Sec.  14,  EVi. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  6  E., 

Secs.  4, 5  and  6; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi; 

Sgc*  9* 

Sec.  18,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi: 

Sec.  19,  lots  1,  2, 3, 4,  NEy4,  EViWVi  and 
NV^SEV^* 

Sec.  20,  Nvi  and  NViSWy4;  | 

Sec.  21,  SEy4; 

Sec.  22,  SVi; 

Sec.  24; 

Sec.  26.  WVi; 

Sec  27* 

Sec!  28!  EVi  and  NWy4: 

Sec.  29,  EVi,  SViNWy4  and  NViSWy4; 
Sec.  30,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi: 

Sec.  33,  NEy4; 

Sec.  34; 

Sec.  35,  WVi. 

*1*  4  S  R  0  E* 

Sec!*!,  lote  i,  2, 3, 4,  SViNVi,  NViSWy4, 
SEy4SWy4  and  SEy4: 

Sec.  3,  SViNVi  and-NViSVi: 

Sec.  4,  SViNVi  and  NViSVi; 

Secs.  5  and  6; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi: 

Sec.  9,  SWy4: 


Sec.  10,  SEyi; 

Sec.  11,  NWy4  and  SVi; 

Sec.  12,  NEVi 
Sec.  14*  • 

Sec.  18,  lots  1, 2, 3, 4  and  EViWVi; 

Secs.  19  and  20; 

Sec.  24,  NVi  and  SWy4; 

Sec.  27,  SVi: 

Sec.  28.  SVi; 

Sco*  29 

Sec.  30,  lots  1,  2,  3, 4,  EViWVi  and  SEVi; 
Sec.  33.  EVi. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
101,960.29  acres  in  Catron,  Socorro  and 
Valencia  Cotmties. 

2.  The  lands  in  this  notice  are  relieved 
of  the  segregative  effect  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
the  30th  day  following  publication  of 
this  notice. 

Larry  L.  Woodard, 

Actuig  State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  7S-1S553  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am) 
nUJNO  CODE  4310-a4-M 


[2370;  U^2637;  (U-942)] 

Utah;  Order  Providing  for  Opening  of 
Pubiic  Lands 

1.  The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to 
restore  to  the  operation  of  the  applicable 
public  land  laws  those  public  lands 
eliminated  from  the  Dinosaiu*  National 
Monument. 

2.  By  Public  Law  86-729,  74  Stat.  857, 
dated  September  8, 1960,  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  revised  the  boundary 
of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument  and 
eliminated  the  following  described 
public  lands  from  the  Monument: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian,  Utah 
T.  4  S.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  9,  VJW, 

Sec.  16,  WV&; 

Sec.  21,  WVi; 

Sec.  28,  SV4NWy4.  SWy4. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  24  E., 

Sec.  25,  WVi; 

Sec.  26,  all; 

Sec.  35.  NVi. 

The  area  described  aggregates 
2,480.00  acres  in  Uintah  County. 

3.  A  portion  of  the  above  lands,  as 
described  in  this  paragraph,  is  subject  to 
an  existing  Reclamation  withdrawal  as 
listed  and  is  not  open  to  entry  or 
location  but  is  open  to  mineral  leasing. 

Reclamation  Withdrawal 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  28,  SViNWy4,  SW  y4. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  24  E., 

Sec.  25,  WVi: 

Sec.  35,  NVi. 

Total  880.00  acres. 

4.  Under  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Order 
No.  701  dated  July  23, 1964  (29  F.  R. 
10526),  as  amended,  it  is  ordered  that 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  2  are 


restored  at  10:00  a.m.  July  20, 1979  to  the 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provision  of  existing  with^awals. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Classification  for  Multiple  Use 
Management,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at,  or  prior  to,  10:00  a.m.  on  July 
20, 1979,  shall  be  considered  as  filed 
simultaneous  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

Inquires  concerning  the  lands  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  State  Director,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  University  Club 
Building,  136  East  South  Temple,  Salt 
Lake  city,  Utah,84111. 

Dated:  June  6, 1979. 

William  G.  LeaveU, 

Associate  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc  79-18554  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-M-M 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Meeker  Dome  Unit,  Colorado— 
Colorado  River  Water  Quality 
Improvement  Program;  Intent  to 
Prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2](C]  of  the 
National  Environmental  PoUcy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
proposes  to  prepare  an  enviormental 
assessment  or  statement  on  the  Meeker 
Dome  Unit.  The  purposes  of  the  studies 
to  be  conducted  for  the  Meeker  Dome 
Unit,  which  is  located  in  Rio  Blanco 
Coimty,  Colorado,  are  to  gain  a  better 
understanding  of  the  quantity,  sources, 
and  mechanisms  by  which  saline  waters 
enter  the  White  River  and  then  to 
identify  and  analyze  alternative 
methods  that  would  eliminate  the  salt 
contribution  to  the  river. 

Environmental  studies  and 
preparation  and  processing  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  for  this 
proposed  project  will  be  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and 
will  be  accomplished  under  the  New 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  regulations  published  in  the 
Fedei^  Register  on  November  29, 1978. 
Pursuant  to  these  new  CEQ  regulations 
and  in  accordance  with  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  No. 
A-95,  “Evaluation,  Review  and 
Coordination  of  Federal  and  Federally 
Assisted  Programs,"  we  are  soliciting 
the  active  participation  of  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies,  affected  private  ^ 
groups,  and  individuals  in  a  scoping 
process  for  the  determination  of 
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significant  environmental  items  to  be 
analyzed. 

A  scoping  session  will  be  conducted 
to  solicit  information  fiom  all  interested 
individuals  and  organizations  to  assist 
planners  in  determining  the  scope  of 
issues  to  be  addressed  in  environmental 
analyses  and  to  identify  the  significant 
issues  related  to  the  Meeker  Dome 
study.  The  scoping  session  will  be  held 
at  7:00  p.m.,  on  June  19, 1979,  in  the 
Fairfield  Center  at  200  Main  Street, 
Meeker,  Colorado. 

Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to  ].  F. 
Rinckel,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  761  Horizon  Drive,  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado  81501. 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

R.  Keith  Higginson, 

Commissioner. 

|FR  Doc  79-18524  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  431(M>»-M 


Negotiation  of  a  Water  Service 
Contract  With  the  Shasta  Dam  Area 
Public  Utility  District;  Intent  To  Initiate 
Negotiations  on  a  Water  Service 
Contract 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 
through  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
intends  to  negotiate  a  water  service 
contract  with  the  Shasta  Dam  Area 
Public  Utility  District,  Central  Valley, 
California,  which  is  located  in  the  Toyon 
Pipeline  Service  Area  of  the  Central 
Valley  Project,  California.  The  district 
has  undergone  substantial 
reorganization  through  the  recent 
annexation  of  the  entire  area  formerly 
served  by  the  Summit  City  Public  Utility 
District.  Both  districts  have  previously 
executed  water  service  contracts  with 
the  United  States,  and  a  single  water 
service  contract  will  be  negotiated 
superseding  both  previous  contracts. 

Provisions  to  be  negotiated  in  the  new 
contract  will  include  the  water  quantity, 
rates,  points  of  delivery,  and  transfer  to 
the  district  of  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Toyon  Pipeline. 
Contract  terms  and  conditions  will 
generally  be  written  pursuant  to  the 
Reclamation  Project  Act  of  1939  (53  Stat. 
1187),  as  amended. 

All  meetings  scheduled  by  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  with  the  Shasta  Dam 
Area  Public  Utility  District  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  proposed  contract 
shall  be  open  to  the  general  public  as 
observers.  Advance  notice  of  such 
meetings  shall  be  furnished  only  to 
those  parties  having  previously 
furnished  a  written  request  for  such 
notice  to  the  office  identified  below  at 
least  1  week  prior  to  any  meeting.  The 


public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  form  of  the  proposed 
agreement  not  later  than  30  days  after 
the  completed  draft  is  declared  to  be 
available  to  the  public.  All  written 
correspondence  concerning  the 
proposed  operating  agreement  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  general  public 
pursuant  to  the  terms  and  procedures  of 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 
383J,  as  amended. 

For  further  information,  please  contact 
Ms.  Cindy  Cowden,  Repayment 
Specialist,  Division  of  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Management,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825,  telephone 
No.  (916)  474-4540. 

Dated:  June  5, 1979. 

Oiiin  Ferris, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Reclamation. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18131  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am| 

MLLINO  CODE  431IMI9-M 


National  Park  Service 

Monocacy  National  Battlefield; 
Availability  of  Assessment  of 
Altematives  and  Notice  of  Public 
Hearing 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Dep€irtment  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  an  assessment  of  altematives 
for  the  General  Management  Plan  for 
Monocacy  National  Battlefield.  This 
assessment  of  altematives  and  General 
Management  Plan  have  been  undertaken 
to  direct  future  acquisition  and 
development  in  a  manner  that  will  be  in 
full  compliance  with  applicable 
environmental  and  historical  legislation. 

The  document  includes  a  description 
of  the  environment,  description  of 
altematives  developed  to  answer  the 
needs  of  an  operating  park,  an 
assessment  of  the  General  Management 
Plan’s  impacts  on  the  environment,  and 
a  discussion  of  land  acquisition  options 
and  formulation  of  a  land  acquisition 
plan. 

A  public  hearing  on  this  issue  shall  be 
conducted  July  9  at  7:30  p.m.  in  the 
Frederick  County  Council  Hearing 
Room,  Winchester  Hail,  21  East  Church 
Street,  Frederick,  Maryland  21701. 

Written  comments  on  this  assessment 
of  altematives  are  invited  and  will  be 
accepted  for  a  period  of  45  days 
following  the  publication  of  tlds  notice. 
Written  comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Superintendent,  Antietam 
National  Battlefield  Park,  P.O.  Box  158, 
Sharpsburg,  Maryland  21782. 

Copies  of  the  assessment  of 
altematives  are  available  from: 


Antietam  National  Battlefield  Paric,  P.O.  Box 
156,  Sharpsburg,  Maryland  21782. 

National  Paik  Service,  National  Capital 
Paries,  1100  Ohio  Drive,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20242. 

Dated:  June  11, 1979. 

Manus  J.  Fish,  Jr., 

Regional  Director,  National  Capital  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18522  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BSSng  Cod*  4310-70-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
AntHnist  Division 

Proposed  Final  Judgment  in  United 
States  V.  LevHon  Manufacturing  Co., 
Inc.,  et  aL  and  competitive  Impact 
Statement  Thereon 

’  Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitmst  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  16(b)  through  (h),  that  a 
Proposed  Final  Judgment  and 
Competitive  Impact  Statement,  as  set 
forth.below,  have  been  filed  with  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Connecticut  in  Civil  No.  H- 
77-555,  United  States  of  America  v. 
Levitan  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al, 
(October  27, 1977).  The  proposed  Final 
Judgment  would  terminate  the 
Department  of.the  Justice’s  civil 
antitmst  suit  involving  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  residential  grade  wiring 
devices  throughout  the  United  States. 

The  complaint  alleged  that  beginning 
prior  to  1962  and  continuing  thereafter 
until  at  least  April,  1976  eight  corporate 
and  one  individual  defendant  and 
certain  co-conspirators  engaged  in  a 
combination  and  conspiracy  to  restrain 
interstate  commerce  in  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  residential  grade  wiring 
devices  throughout  the  United  States. 

The  complaint  sought  a  judgment  by 
the  court  that  the  defendants  had 
engaged  in  a  combination  and 
conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade  in 
violation  of  Section  1  of  the  Sherman 
Act  together  with  an  order  by  the  court 
to  enjoin  and  restrain  the  defendants 
fi*om  such  conduct  in  the  future. 

Proceedings  in  this  case  were  stayed 
pending  disposition  of  a  companion 
criminal  prosecution.  United  States  v. 
Levitan  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 
Criminal  No.  H-77-77  (D.  Conn.).  Each 
of  the  defendants  in  the  criminal  case 
pleaded  nolo  contendere  and  was 
sentenced  by  United  States  District 
Judge  M.  Joseph  Blumenfeld.  'The 
sentences  included  fines  totalling 
$920,000  and  periods  of  incarceration 
ranging  fix)m  30  to  90  days  for  9  of  the 
individual  defendants. 

Enby  by  the  court  of  the  proposed 
Final  Jud^ent  will  terminate  ffie  civil 
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case,  except  insofar  as  the  court  will 
retain  jurisdiction  for  such  further 
proceedings  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  interpret,  modify  or 
enforce  the  Judgment,  or  to  punish 
violations  thereof. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  enjoins 
the  defendants  for  a  period  of  ten  years 
from  (1)  directly  or  indirectly  entering 
into  any  contract  or  conspiracy  with 
any  other  person  engaged  in  the 
production  or  sale  of  wiring  devices  to 
raise,  fix,  maintain  or  stabilize  prices, 
discounts  or  terms  or  conditions  of  sale 
of  wiring  devices  to  any  third  person;  (2) 
communicating  to  or  requesting  from 
any  manufacturer  of  wiring  devices  any 
information  concerning  past  present  or 
future  prices,  price  differentials,  terms  dr 
conditions  of  sale,  discounts,  and  actual 
or  proposed  pricing  policies  for  the  sale 
of  wiring  devices;  and  (3)  continuing, 
maintaining,  reviving  or  belonging  to  the 
Wiring  Device  Association  or  any  other 
trade  association  consisting  primarily  of 
residential  grade  wiring  device 
'  manufacturers. 

Hie  only  exception  to  the  broad 
prohibitions  of  the  Judgment  concern 
necessary  communications  in 
connection  with  (1)  bona  fide 
contemplated  or  actual  purchase  or 
sales  transactions  between  the  parties 
to  such  communications;  and  (2)  a  bona 
fide  transaction  involving  the  actual  or 
proposed  acquisition  of  any 
manufacturer  of  wiring  devices. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  also 
enjoins  and  restrains  defendants  George 
P.  Byrne,  Jr.  and  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc., 
for  a  period  of  ten  years,  fr«m  directly  or 
indirectly  organizing,  holding  office  in, 
or  being  employed  by  a  trade 
association  of  wiring  device 
manufacturers. 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions 
described  above,  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  requires  certain  affirmative 
actions  designed  to  insure  compliance 
with  the  Judgment  and  competitive 
prices  in  the  future. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  shall 
terminate  ten  years  from  Uie  date  of  its 
entry. 

In  accordance  with  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  of  1974, 
the  Competitive  Impact  Statement 
describes  the  violations  involved, 
explains  the  provisions  of  the  proposed 
Final  Judgement,  discusses  the  remedies 
available  to  private  litigants,  outlines 
the  procedures  available  for  the 
modification  of  the  Judgment  and 
evaluates  alternative  relief  proposals 
considered  by  the  Goverment. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment,  a 
Stipulation  and  the  Competitive  Impact 
Statement  are  available  for  inspection 


and  copying  on  request  in  the  Legal 
Procedure  Unit  of  the  Antitrust  Division, 
Room  7416,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20530.  They  are  also 
available  for  inspection  in  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Connecticut,  450 
Main  Street,  Hartford,  Connecticut 
06103. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  are  invited  from 
members  of  the  public  within  the  60  day 
statutory  time  period.  Such  comments 
should  be  directed  to  Joseph  H.  Widmar, 
Chief,  Trial  Section,  Antitrust  Division, 
United  States  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530. 

Dated:  june  1, 1979. 

Charies  F.  B.  McAleer, 

Special  Assistant  far  Judgment  Negatiatians. 

U.S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintifi,  v. 
Levitan  Manufacturing  Co..  Inc.;  Eagle 
Electric  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.;  Slater 
Electric,  Inc.;  Circle  F  Industries,  Inc.;  Bell 
Electric  Company,  Inc,;  John  I.  Paulding,  Inc.; 
Triboro  Electric  Carp.;  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.; 
and  George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.,  Defendants. 

Civil  Action  No.:  H-77-555. 

nied:  June  1, 1979. 

Stipulation 

It  is  hereby  stipulated  by  and  between  the 
plaintiff.  United  States  of  America,  and  each 
of  the  above-named  defendants,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  that: 

1.  The  parties  consent  that  a  Final 
Judgment  in  the  form  attached  hereto  may  be 
filed  and  entered  by  the  Court,  upon  the 
motion  of  any  party  or  upon  the  Court’s  own 
motion,  at  any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  16,  and  without 
further  notice  to  any  party  or  other 
proceedings,  provided  that  plaintiff  has  not 
withdrawn  its  consent  which  it  may  do  at 
any  time  before  the  entry  of  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  by  serving  notice  thereof  on 
the  defendwts  and  filing  that  notice  with  the 
Court 

2.  In  the  event  plaintiff  withdraws  its 
consent  hereto,  or  if  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  is  not  entered  pursuant  to  this 
Stipulation,  this  Stipulation  shall  have  no 
effect  whatever  and  the  making  of  this 
Stipulation  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  any 
consenting  party  in  this  or  any  other 
proceedings. 

Dated:  June  1, 1979. 

For  the  IHaintiff:  John  H.  Shenefield, 
Assistant  Attorney  General;  William  E. 
Swope,  Charles  F.  B.  McAleer,  Joseph  H. 
Widmu,  end  Peter  A.  MuUin,  Attorneys, 
United  States  Department  of  Justice. 

For  the  Defendants:  Malcolm  A  Hoffinann, 
Attorney  forLeviton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc., 
Gilbert  S.  Edelson,  Attorney  for  Eagle 
Electric  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Lawrence 
Greenwald,  Attorney  for  Slater  Electric,  Inc., 
Sidney  S.  RosdeitchCT,  Attorney  for  Circle  F 


Industries,  Inc.,  Howard  W.  Fogt,  Jr., 

Attorney  for  Bell  Electric  Company,  Inc., 
Laurence  T.  Soridn,  Attorney  for  John  I. 
Paulding,  Inc.,  Bernard  M.  Bber,  Attorney  for 
Triboro  Electric  Corp.,  John  A  Sullivan, 
Attorney  for  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.  and 
George  P.  Byrne,  Jr. 

U3.  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Leviton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.;  Eagle 
Electric  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.;  Slater 
Electric,  Inc.;  Circle  F  Industries,  Inc.;  Bell 
Electric  Company,  Inc.;  John  I.  Paulding,  Inc.; 
Triboro  Electric  Corp.;  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.; 
and  George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.,  Defendants. 

Civil  Action  No.:  H-77-.55S. 

Filed:  June  1, 1979. 

Final  Judgment 

Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  its  complaint  herein  on  October  27, 1977, 
and  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendants,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  having  consented  to  the 
en^  of  this  Final  Judgment,  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein  and  without  this  Final  Judgment 
constituting  any  evidence  against  or 
admission  by  any  party  with  respect  to  any 
issue  of  fact  or  law  herein: 

Now,  therefore,  without  any  testimony 
being  taken  herein,  and  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law 
herein,  and  upon  the  consent  of  all  parties 
hereto,  it  is  hereby 

Ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed: 

I 

This  Court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  subject 
matter  herein  and  of  the  parties  hereto.  The 
complaint  states  a  claim  upon  which  relief 
may  be  granted  against  the  defendants  under 
Section  1  of  the  Sherman  Act  15  U.S.C  1. 

n 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

(AJ  “Person”  means  any  individual, 
corporation,  partnership,  firm,  association  or 
other  business  or  legal  entity: 

(B)  “Manufacturing  defendants”  means  all 
the  corporate  defendants  named  in  the 
complaint  except  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.;  and 

(C)  “Wiring  devices”  means  current 
cairying  electrical  products  that  serve 
primarily  as  a  connection  or  control  point  for 
an  electrical  circuit  and  certain  products 
commonly  used  therewith  which  do  not 
themselves  carry  an  electrical  current, 
including  but  not  limited  to,  switches, 
receptacles,  power  outlets,  caps,  connectors, 
incandescent  lampholders,  wallplates, 
weatherproof  boxes  an  covers,  and 
combination  devices  (but  not  including 
fluorescent  lampholders  and  dimmers),  said 
products  being  sometimes  known  in  the  trade 
as  residential  grade  wiring  devices,  as 
distinguished  form  a  heavy-duty  grade  of 
wiring  device  sometimes  known  as 
specification  grade  wiring  devices. 

m 

'The  provisions  of  this  Final  Judgment  are 
applicable  to  all  defendants  herein  and  shall 
also  apply  to  each  of  die  corporate 
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defendants'  officers,  directors,  agents, 
employees,  domestic  subsidiaries,  successors 
and  assigns,  and  to  those  persons  in  active 
concert  or  participation  with  any  of  them 
who  shall  have  received  actual  notice  of  this 
Final  Judgment  by  personal  service  or 
otherwise.  The  provisions  of  this  Final 
Judgment  shall  not  apply  to  any  activities 
between  a  defendant  corporation  and  a 
parent  or  subsidiary  thereof. 

IV 

Each  defendant  is  enjoined  and  restrained 
from: 

(AJ  directly  or  indirectly  entering  into, 
adhering  to,  maintaining  or  furthering  any 
contract,  agreement,  understanding,  plan, 
program,  combination  or  conspiracy  with  any 
other  person  engaged  in  the  production  or 
sale  of  wiring  devices  to  raise,  fix,  stabilize  or 
maintain  prices,  discounts  or  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale  of  wiring  devices  to  any 
third  person; 

(B)  communicating  to  or  requesting  from 
any  manufactiuer  of  wiring  devices  any 
information  concerning  past,  present  or  future 
prices,  price  differentials,  terms  or  conditions 
of  sale,  discounts,  and  actual  or  proposed 
pricing  policies  for  the  sale  of  wiring  devices, 
except  necessary  communications  in 
connection  with:  (IJ  a  bona  fide  contemplated 
or  actual  purchase  or  sales  transaction 
between  the  parties  to  such  commimications; 
or  (2)  a  bona  Hde  transaction  involving  the 
actual  or  proposed  acquisition  of  any 
manufacturer  of  wiring  devices;  and 

(C)  continuing,  maintaining,  reviving  or 
belonging  to  the  Wiring  Device  Association 
or  any  other  trade  association  consisting 
primarily  of  residential  grade  wiring  device 
manufacturers. 

V 

Defendants  George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.,  and 
George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.,  are  enjoined  and 
restrained  from  directly  or  indirectly 
organizing,  holding  office  in,  or  being 
employed  by  a  trade  association  of  wiffng 
device  manufactures. 

VI 

(AJ  Within  sixty  (60J  days  from  the  date  of 
entry  of  this  Final  Jud^ent,  each 
manufacturing  defendant  shall  file  with  the 
Court  and  serve  on  the  plaintiff  an  affidavit 
setting  forth  the  announcement  date,  effective 
date,  and  percentage  of  change,  if  included  in 
the  announcement  letter,  of  each  published 
price  list  for  wiring  devices  issued  by  such 
defendant  during  the  period  from  April  1, 

1976,  to  the  date  of  this  Final  Judgment. 

(B)  Within  sixty  (60)  days  from  the  date  of 
this  Final  Judgment,  each  manufacturing 
defendant  shall:  (1)  conduct  such  review  of 
its  prices  and  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  for 
wiring  devices  as  is  necessary  to  determine  if 
each  such  price  and  term  or  condition  of  sale 
has  been  independently  arrived  at;  (2) 
independently  review,  redetermine  and 
reissue  each  such  price  or  term  or  condition 
of  sale  not  independently  arrived  at;  and  (3) 
file  with  the  Court  and  serve  on  the  plaintiff 
an  affidavit  certifying  that  each  of  its  prices 
and  terms  or  conditions  of  sale  for  wiring 
devices  has  been  independently  determined. 


(C)  For  the  period  of  five  (5)  years  from  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  each 
manufacturing  defendant  shall  prepare  and 
maintain  an  affidavit  of  one  of  its  officers  or 
directors,  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  each 
change  in  its  published  prices,  discounts,  or 
terms  or  conditions  of  sale  for  wiring  devices, 
stating  that  said  officer  or  director  has  made 
reasonable  inquiry  and  that  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge,  information  and  belief  said 
change  was  individually  and  independently 
arrived  at  and  was  not  the  result  of  any 
agreement,  understanding  or  communication 
with  any  other  manufacture  of  wiring  ' 

devices. 

VII 

(A)  Within  ninety  (90)  days  after  the  date 
of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  each 
corporate  defendant  shall  furnish  a  copy 
thereof  to  each  of  its  officers  and  directors 
and  to  each  of  its  employees  having 
supervisory  sales  or  pricing  responsibility  for 
wiring  devices,  and  obtain  and  retain  a 
written  receipt  therefor  from  each  such 
person. 

(B)  Within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days 
the  date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  each 
corporate  defendant  shall  file  wiOi  this  Court 
and  serve  upon  the  plaintiff  an  affidavit  as  to 
the  fact  and  manner  of  its  compliance  with 
subsection  (A)  of  this  Section.  VII. 

(C)  Each  corporate  defendant  shall  furnish 
a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment  to  each  new 
officer  or  director  and  to  each  new  employee 
having  supervisory  sales  or  pricing 
responsibility  for  wiring  devices  and  shall 
maintain,  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  years,  a 
written  record,  bearing  the  signature  of  such 
officer,  director  or  employee,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  a  copy  thereof. 

(D)  Each  corporate  defendant  shall,  on  an 
annual  basis,  take  affirmative  steps  to  advise  * 
each  of  its  officers  and  directors  and  each  of 
its  employees  with  supervisory  sales  or 
pricing  responsibility  for  wiring  devices  of 

the  company’s  and  their  personal  obligations 
under  this  Final  Judgment  and  of  the  criminal 
penalities  for  violation  thereof.  Such 
affirmative  steps  shall  include,  as  a  minimum, 
the  distribution  of  a  written  directive 
explaining  the  antitrust  laws  and  the 
obligations  imposed  by  this  Final  Judgment 
and  the  holding  of  a  meeting  or  meetings  to 
review  and  explain  the  antitrust  laws  and 
this  Final  Judgment  and  the  obligations 
imposed  thereby. 

(E)  Each  corporate  defendant  shall 
maintain  a  copy  of  each  written  directive 
distributed  pursuant  to  Section  VII  (D)  of  this 
Final  Judgment,  including  the  date  distributed 
and  to  whom  sent  and  a  written  record  of 
each  meeting  held  pursuant  to  such  section 
showing  the  date  and  place  of  the  meeting, 
who  was  present  and  the  agenda  for  the 
meeting. 

vm 

Each  manufacturing  defendant  shall 
require,  as  a  condition  of  the  sale  or  other 
disposition  of  all,  or  substantially  all,  of  its 
total  assets  of  its  wiring  devices  business, 
that  the  acquiring  party  agree  to  be  bound  by 
the  provisions  of  tUs  Final  Judgment.  The 
acquiring  party  shall  file  with  ffie  Court,  and 


serve  upon  the  plaintiff,  its  consent  to  be 
bound  by  this  Final  Judgment. 

IX 

(A)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  or 
securing  compliance  with  this  Final 
Judgment,  each  corporate  defendant  shall 
permit  duly  authorized  representatives  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  on  written  request  of 
the  Attorney  General  or  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Antitrust 
Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice  to  the 
defendant  at  its  principal  office,  subject  to 
any  legally  recognized  privilege: 

(1)  to  inspect  and  copy  during  the  regular 
business  hours  of  such  defendant,  who  may 
have  counsel  present,  all  books,  ledgers, 
accounts,  correspondence,  memoranda  and 
other  records  and  documents  in  the 
possession  or  under  the  control  of  such 
defendant  which  relate  to  any  matters 
contained  in  this  Final  Judgment;  and 

(2)  to  interview  any  officer,  director  or 
employee  of  such  defendant  regarding  any 
matter  contained  in  this  Final  Judgment, 
subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience  of 
such  defendant,  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  therefrom,  provided  that  such 
defendant  and  such  officer,  director  or 
employee  may  have  counsel  present  at  any 
such  interview. 

(B)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  or 
securing  compliance  with  this  Final 
Judgment,  defendant  shall  submit  such 
reports  in  writing,  under  oath  if  so  requested, 
with  respect  to  any  matter  contained  in  this 
Final  Judgment  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
requested  in  writing  by  the  Attorney  General 
or  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge 
of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

(C)  No  information  obtained  by  the  means 
provided  in  this  Section  IX  shall  be  divulged 
by  any  representative  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  any  person  other  than  a  duly 
authorized  representative  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  United  States,  except  in  the 
course  of  legal  proceedings  to  which  the 
United  States  is  a  party,  or  for  the  purpose  ofr 
securing  compliance  with  this  Final 
Judgment,  or  as  otherwise  required  by  law. 

(D)  If  at  any  time  information  or  documents 
are  furnished  by  any  defendant  to  plaintiff 
pursuant  to  this  Section  IX,  and  such 
defendant  represents  and  identifies  in  writing 
the  material  in  any  such  information  or 
documents  as  being  the  type  described  in 
Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure,  and  said  defendant  marks  each 
pertinent  page  of  such  material,  “Subject  to 
claim  of  protection  under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,"  then  the. 
plaintiff  shall  give  ten  (10)  days  notice  to 
such  defendant  prior  to  divulging  such 
material  in  any  legal  proceeding  (other  than  a 
Grand  Jury  proceediiig)  to  which  the 
defendant  is  not  a  party. 

X 

Jurisdiction  is  retained  by  this  Court  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  any  of  the  parties  to  this 
Final  Judgment  to  apply  to  this  Court  at  any 
time  for  such  further  o^ers  and  directions  as 
may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the 
construction  or  modification  of  any  of  the 
provisions  thereof,  for  the  enforcement  of 
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compliance  therewith,  and  for  the 
punishment  of  violations  thereof. 

XI 

This  Final  Judgment  shall  terminate  ten  (10) 
years  from  the  date  of  its  entry. 

xn 

Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Dated  at  Hartford,  Connecticut  this - - 

day  of - ,  1979. 


M.  Joseph  Blumenfeld, 

United  States  District  Judge. 

U,S.  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut 

United  States  af  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
Levitan  Manufacturing  Co..  Inc.;  Eagle 
Electric  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.;  Slater 
Electric,  Inc.;  Circle  F  Industries,  Inc.;  Bell 
Electric  Co..  Inc.;  John  I.  Paulding,  Inc.; 
Triboro  Electric  Carp.;  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.; 
and  George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.;  Defendants. 

Civil  Action  No.:  H-77-555. 

Filed:  June  1, 1979. 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  16 
(b)-(h),  the  United  States  files  this 
Competitive  Impact  Statement  relating  to  the 
proposed  Pinal  Judgment  submitted  for  entry 
in  tMs  civil  antitrust  proceeding. 

I— Nature  and  Purpose  of  the  Proceeding. 

This  is  a  civil  antitrust  action  brought  by 
the  United  States  against  the  above-named 
defendants  pursuant  to  Section  4  of  the 
Sherman  Ai^  15  U.S.C  4,  to  enjoin  them  frnm 
continuing  violations  of  Section  1  of  the 
Sherman  Act,  15  U.S.C.  1.  The  Complaint 
which  was  filed  on  October  27, 1977,  alleges 
that  the  above-named  defendants  and  certain 
co-conspirators  engaged  in  a  combination 
and  conspiracy  beginning  sometime  prior  to 
1962  and  continuing  thereafter  until  at  least 
April,  1976,  to  restrain  interstate  trade  and 
commerce  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
residential  grade  wiring  devices  throughout 
the  United  States.  The  Complaint  seelu  a 
judgment  by  the  Court  that  the  defendants 
have  engaged  in  a  combination  and 
conspiracy  in  restraint  of  interstate  trade  and 
commerce  in  violation  of  Section  1  of  the 
Sherman  Act,  together  with  an  order  by  the 
Court  to  enjoin  and  restrain  the  defendants 
from  such  conduct  in  the  future. 

Proceedings  in  the  case  were  stayed  ' 
p>ending  disposition  of  a  companion  criminal 
prosecution.  United  States  v.  Levitan 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al..  Criminal  No. 
H-77-77  (D.  Conn.).  The  criminal  prosecution 
was  initiated  by  a  grand  jury  indictment 
returned  on  October  27, 1977  charging  eight 
corporations  and  eleven  individuals, 
including  each  of  the  defendants  named  in 
the  civil  case,  with  criminal  violations  of  the 
Sherman  Act  arising  out  of  the  same 
conspiracy  alleged  in  the  civil  complaint 
Rnrh  of  the  defendants  in  the  crimiiud  case 
pleaded  nolo  contendere  and  was  sentenced 
by  United  States  District  Judge  M.  Joseph 
Blummifeld.  The  sentences  included  fines 
totalling  $92(M)00  and  periods  of 


incarceration  ranging  frtim  30  to  90  days  for  9 
of  the  individual  defendants.  The  last 
defendant  was  sentenced  on  March  10, 1978. 
The  sentences  have  been  served  and  the 
criminal  case  is  now  concluded, 
n — The  Terms  of  the  Alleged  Conspiracy. 
Wiring  devices  are  current  carrying  electrical 
products  that  serve  primarily  as  a  connection 
or  control  point  for  an  electrical  circuit,  and 
certain  products  commonly  used  therewith 
which  do  not  themselves  carry  an  electrical 
current  including,  switches,  receptacles, 
power  outlets,  caps,  connectors,  incandescent 
lampholders,  wallplates,  weatherproof  boxes 
and  covers  and  combination  devices.  Wiring 
devices  are  sold  in  three  channels  of 
distribution — the  distributor/contractor,  the 
consumer,  and  the  original  equipment 
manufacturer  (OEM)  channels.  In  the 
distributor/contractor  channel  wiring  devices 
are  usually  sold  to  electrical  wholesale 
distributors  who  in  turn  resell  to  electrical 
contractors  who  install  the  wiring  devices  in 
buildings.  In  the  consumer  chaimel  wiring 
devices  are  sold  to  electrical  wholesale 
distributors,  hardware  wholesalers,  buying 
cooperatives,  mass  merchandisers,  chain 
stores,  and  others  for  eventual  resale  at  the 
retail  level  to  consumers  for  repair, 
replacement,  and  home  improvement 
purposes.  In  the  OEM  channel  wiring  devices 
are  sold  to  manufacturers  of  other  products 
who  use  the  wiring  devices  as  component 
parts  in  their  manufacturing  process.  Wiring 
devices  are  manufactured  in  two  grades— 
specification  grade  and  residential  grade.  In 
general  specification  grade  is  a  heavy-duty, 
more  expensive  grade  commonly  specified  by 
architects  for  use  in  high  rise  residential, 
commercial  and  industrial  buildings. 
Residential  grade,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a 
general-use,  less  expensive  grade  commonly 
used  in  single  family  homes  and  light  duty 
uses. 

The  above  named  defendants,  except 
George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.  and  George  P.  Bynie,  Inc., 
are  the  principal  manufacturers  and  sellers  of 
residential  grade  wiring  devices  in  the  United 
States.  These  defendants  sell  wiring  devices 
in  each  of  the  three  channels  of  distribution 
described  above.  During  the  period  charged 
in  the  Complaint  these  defendants  had  total 
sales  of  wiring  devices  in  excess  of  $1  billion. 
During  1975  alone,  these  defendants  had  sale 
of  wiring  devices  totalling  approximately 
$100  million. 

George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.  is  a  lawyer  who 
organizes  and  provides  administrative 
services  to  trade  associations.  George  P. 
Byrne,  Inc.  is  a  corporation  organized  by 
George  P.  Byrne,  Jr.  which  provided 
administrative  services  to  the  Wiring  Device 
Association  (WDA),  a  now  defunct  trade 
association  of  residential  grade  wiring  device 
manufacturers. 

The  Complaint  alleges  the  defendants 
combined  and  conspired  to  unreasonably 
restrain  interstate  trade  and  commerce  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  residential  grade 
wiring  devices  in  the  United  States  ^m 
sometime  prior  to  1962  until  at  least  April 
1976,  in  violation  of  Section  1  of  the  Sherman 
Act  15  U.S.C  1.  The  alleged  combination  and 
conspiracy  consisted  of  a  continuing 
agreement  understanding  and  concert  of 


action  among  the  defendants  and  co¬ 
conspirators  the  substantial  terms  of  which 
were  to  (1)  raise,  fix,  maintain  and  stabilize 
the  prices  of  residential  grade  wiring  devices 
in  the  United  States  and  (2)  fix,  maintain  and 
stabilize  the  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
thereof.  In  forming  and  effectuating  the 
combination  and  conspiracy  alleged  in  the 
Complaint,  the  defendants  and  co¬ 
conspirators:  (1)  agreed  upon  prices, 
discounts  and  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
for  wiring  devices:  (2)  published  price  lists 
and  adopted  policies  in  accordance  with  such 
agreements;  (3)  organized  and  maintained  the 
Wiring  Device  Association  (WDA)  to  further 
and  conceal  the  combination  and  conspiracy: 
(4)  scheduled  and  held  rump  sessions  of  the 
WDA  to  discuss  and  agree  upon  prices, 
discounts  and  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
for  wiring  devices  and  to  police  and  enforce 
agreements  regarding  the  same;  (5)  met  at  the 
offices  of  certain  defendants  and  elsewhere 
and  telephoned  or  otherwise  contacted  one 
another  to  discuss,  agree  upon,  and  convey 
agreements  regarding,  prices,  discounts  and 
terms  and  conditions  of  sale  for  wiring 
devices  and  to  police  and  enforce  sui^ 
agreements:  (6)  mailed  and  otherwise 
traiumitted  to  one  another  marked-up  and 
published  price  lists  and  other  price  change 
information  to  implement  agreements 
reached:  and  (7)  met  with,  telephoned,  and 
otherwise  communicated  with,  certain  non¬ 
conspirator  wiring  device  manufacturers  to 
convey  agreements  reached,  induce 
subscription  thereto  and  threaten  economic 
reprisals  for  failure  to  follow  such 
agreements.  As  aUeged  in  the  Complainl  the 
combination  anc  conspiracy  had  the 
following  effects:  (1)  prices  for  wiring  devices 
were  raised,  fixed,  maintained  and  stabilized 
at  non-competitive  levels;  (2)  terms  and 
conditions  of  sale  for  wiring  devices  were 
fixed,  maintained  and  stabilized  at  non¬ 
competitive  levels;  (3)  price  competition  in 
the  sale  of  wiring  devices  througout  the 
United  States  was  restrained,  supressed  and 
eliminated;  and  (4)  purchasers  of  wiring 
devices  were  denied  the  benefits  of  full  and 
open  competition. 

Ill — Explanation  of  the  Proposed  Judgment. 

The  United  States  and  the  defendants  have 
stipulated  that  a  Final  Judgment,  in  the  form 
filed  with  the  Court  may  be  entered  by  the 
Court  at  any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  15 
U.S.C.  16(b>-(h).  The  proposed  Final 
Judgment  provides  that  entry  of  the  Final 
Jud^ent  shall  be  without  admission  by  any 
party  with  respect  to  any  issue  of  law  or  fact. 
Under  the  provisions  of  Section  2(e)  of  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  entry 
of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is  conditioned 
upon  the  Court  finding  that  its  entry  will  be  in 
the  public  interest. 

The  proposed  Hnal  Judgment  enjoins  the 
defendjEmts  for  a  period  of  ten  years  from  (1) 
directly  or  indire^y  entering  into,  adhering 
to,  maintaining  or  furthering  any  contract, 
agreement  understanding,  plan,  program, 
combination  or  conspiracy  with  any  other 
person  engaged  in  the  production  or  sale  of 
wiring  devices  to  raise,  fix,  maintain  or 
stabilize  prices,  discounts  or  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale  of  wiring  devices  to  any 
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third  person;  (2)  communicating  to  or 
requesting  firom  any  manufacturer  of  wiring 
devices  any  information  concerning  past, 
present  or  future  prices,  price  differentials, 
terms  or  conditions  of  sale,  discounts,  and 
actual  or  proposed  pricing  policies  for  the 
sale  of  wiring  devices;  and  (3)  continuing, 
maintaining,  reviving  or  belonging  to  the 
Wiring  Device  Association  or  any  other  trade 
association  consisting  primarily  of  residential 
grade  wiring  device  manufacturers. 

The  only  exception  to  the  broad 
prohibitions  of  the  Judgment  concern 
necessary  commmunications  in  connection 
with  (1)  bona  fide  contemplated  or  actual 
purchase  or  sales  transactions  between  the 
parties  to  such  communications;  and  (2)  a 
bona  6de  transaction  involving  the  actual  or 
proposed  acquisition  of  any  manufacturer  of 
wiring  devices. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  also  enjoins 
and  restrains  defendants  George  P.  Byrne,  Jr. 
and  George  P.  Byrne,  Inc.,  for  a  period  of  ten 
years,  from  directly  or  indirectly  organizing, 
holding  office  in,  or  being  employed  by  a 
trade  association  of  wiring  device 
manufacturers. 

In  addition  to  the  prohibitions  described 
above,  the  proposed  Final  Judgment  orders 
each  manufacturing  defendant  (1)  to  file  with 
the  Court  and  serve  on  the  plaintiff,  within 
sixty  days  of  the  entry  of  the  Final  Judgment, 
an  affidavit  setting  forth  the  announcement 
date,  effective  date  and  percentage  of  change, 
if  included  in  the  announcement  letter,  of 
each  published  price  list  for  wiring  devices 
issued  by  it  during  the  period  April  1, 1976  to 
the  date  of  the  Final  Judment;  (2)  to  conduct 
such  review  of  its  prices  and  terms  and 
conditions  of  sale  for  wiring  device  as  is 
necessary  to  determine  if  each  such  price  and 
term  or  condition  of  sale  has  been 
independently  arrived  at,  to  independently 
review,  redetermine  and  reissue  each  price  or 
term  or  conditions  of  sale  not  independently 
arrived  at,  and  file  with  the  Court  and  serve 
on  the  Plaintiff  within  sixty  days  from  the 
date  of  the  Final  Judgment  an  affidavit 
certifying  that  each  of  its  prices  and  terms  or 
conditions  of  sale  for  wiring  devices  has  been 
independently  arrived  at;  and  (3)  for  a  period 
of  Hve  years,  prepare  and  maintain,  within 
thirty  days  of  ea^  change  in  its  published 
prices,  discounts  or  terms  or  conditions  of 
sale,  an  affidavit  of  one  of  its  officers  or 
directors  that  such  officer  or  director  has 
made  reasonable  inquiry  and  that  to  the  best 
of  his  knowledge,  information  and  belief  said 
change  was  independently  arrived  at  and 
was  not  the  result  of  any  agreement, 
understanding  or  communication  with  any 
other  wiring  device  manufacturer. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  also  orders 
each  corporate  defendant  to  take  certain 
affirmative  steps  to  insure  compliance  vrith 
its  provisions.  Each  corporate  defendant  is 
required  to  (1)  furnish  a  copy  of  the  Judgment 
to  each  of  its  officers  and  directors  and  each 
of  its  employees  having  supervisory  sales  or 
pricing  responsibility  for  wiring  devices 
within  ninety  days  of  the  date  of  entry 
thereof;  (2)  obtain  and  retain  a  written  receipt 
therefor  from  each  such  person;  and  (3)  file 
with  the  Court  and  serve  on  the  plaintiff  an 
affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and  manner  of  its 


compliance  with  this  provision.  Thereafter, 
for  a  period  of  ten  years,  each  corporate 
defendant  is  required  to  furnish  a  copy  of  the 
Final  Judgment  to  each  new  officer  and 
director  cuid  each  new  employee  with 
supervisory  sales  or  pricing  responsibility  for 
wiring  devices  and  maintain  a  written  record, 
bearing  the  signature  of  such  officer,  director 
or  employee,  acknowledging  receipt  thereof. 
Each  corporate  defendant  is  also  required,  on 
an  annual  basis,  to  take  affirmative  steps  to 
advise  each  of  its  officers  and  directors  and 
each  employee  with  supervisory  sales  or 
pricing  responsibility  for  wiring  devices  of 
the  company's  and  ffieir  personal  obligations 
under  the  Final  Judgment  and  the  criminal 
penalties  for  violation  thereof.  At  a  minimum, 
such  affirmative  steps  shall  include  the 
distribution  of  a  written  directive  explaining 
the  antiturst  laws  and  the  obligations 
imposed  by  the  Final  Judgment  and  the 
holding  of  a  meeting  or  meetings  to  review 
and  explain  the  antitrust  laws  and  the  Final 
Judgment  and  the  obligations  imposed 
thereby.  Each  corporate  defendant  is  required 
to  maintain  a  copy  of  each  such  directive  and 
a  written  record  of  each  such  meeting. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  also  orders 
each  mani^acturing  defendant  to  require  as  a 
condition  of  the  sale  or  other  diposition  of  all 
or  substantially  all  of  its  total  assets  of  its 
wiring  devices  business  that  the  acquiring 
party  flle  with  the  Court  and  serve  on  the 
plaintiff  its  consent  to  be  bound  by  the  Final 
Judgment. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  provides  that 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  therewith,  each  corporate 
defendant  shall  permit  duly  authorized 
representatives  of  the  Department  of  Justice 
to  (1)  inspect  and  copy  all  books,  ledgers, 
accounts,  correspondence,  memoranda,  and 
other  records  and  documents  in  its 
possession  or  under  its  control  which  relate 
to  any  matter  contained  in  the  Final 
Judgment;  and  (2)  interview  any  officer, 
director  or  employee  of  such  defendant 
regarding  any  matter  contained  in  the  Final 
Judgment.  The  defendants  are  also  required 
to  submit  such  reports  in  writing,  under  oath 
if  so  requested,  with  respect  to  any  matter 
contained  in  the  Final  Judgment  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  requested  by  the  Attorney 
General  or  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in 
charge  of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  shall 
terminate  ten  years  from  ffie  date  of  its  entry. 

VJ— Remedies  Available  To  Private  Litigants. 

Section  4  of  the  Clayton  Act,  15  U.S.C.  S  15, 
provides  that  any  person  who  has  been 
injiu«d  as  a  resuJt  of  conduct  prohibited  by 
the  antitrust  laws  may  bring  suit  in  federal 
court  to  recover  three  times  the  damages  such 
person  has  suffered,  plus  costs  and 
reasonabole  attorney's  fees,  as  well  as  for 
equitable  relief.  The  United  States  is 
informed  that  certain  persons,  including 
certain  state  Attorneys  General  have  filed 
suits  pursuant  to  Section  4  of  the  Clayton  Act 
for  money  damages  and  equitable  relief 
based  on  claims  arriving  out  of  the 
combination  and  conspiracy  alleged  in  the 
complaint  in  this  case  and  that  these  various 
suits  have  been  consolidated  before  the 


Honorable  Jack  B.  Weinstein,  Judge  of  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  New  Yoric,  under  the  caption.  In  Re 
Wiring  Device  Antitrust  Litigation,  M.D.L 
No.  341  (E.D.N.Y.)  by  the  Judicial  Panel  on 
Multi-District  Litigation. 

The  entry  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgement 
will  neither  impair  nor  assist  any  person  in 
bringing  or  prosecuting  any  private  antitrust 
claim  arising  out  of  the  combination  and 
conspiracy  alleged  in  the  Complaint  Under 
the  provisions  of  Section  5(a)  of  the  Clayton 
Act  15  U.S.C.  16(a),  the  proposed  Final 
Judgement  if  entered,  may  not  be  used  by 
any  private  plaintiff  as  prima  facie  evidence 
of  any  matter  since  it  will  have  been  entered 
before  any  testimony  has  been  taken. 

V—  Procedures  Available  for  Modification  of 
the  Proposed  Final  Judgment. 

As  provided  by  the  Antitrust  Procediuvs 
and  Penalties  Act  any  person  believing  that 
the  proposed  Final  Judment  should  be 
modified  may  submit  written  comments  to 
Joseph  H.  Widmar,  Department  of  Justice, 
Antitrust  Division,  10th  &  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530, 
within  the  60-day  period  provided  by  the  Act 
The  comments  and  the  government's 
responses  thereto  will  be  filed  with  the  Court 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  All 
comments  will  be  given  due  consideration  by 
the  Department  of  Justice,  which  remains  free 
to  withdraw  its  consent  to  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  at  any  time  prior  to  its  entry  if  it 
should  determine  that  some  modification  is 
appropriate  and  necessary  to  the  public 
interest. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  provides  that 
the  Court  will  retain  jurisdiction  over  this 
action,  and  that  the  parties  may  apply  to  the 
Court  for  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  its  modification  or 
enforcement. 

VI —  Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Final 
Judgment. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  will 
completely  dispose  of  the  United  States' 
claim  for  injunctive  relief.  The  only 
alternative  available  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  is  a  full  trial  of  this  case  on  the  merits. 
Such  a  trial  on  the  merits  would  require  a 
substantial  expenditure  of  public  funds  and 
judicial  time.  Since  the  relief  obtained  in  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  is  substantially 
similar  to  the  relief  the  Department  of  Justice 
would  expect  to  request  and  obtain  after 
winning  a  trial  on  the  merits,  the  United 
States  believes  no  substantial  purpose  would 
be  served  by  insisting  on  a  trial  on  the  merits 
and  that  entry  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  is  in  the  public  interest. 

VII—  Determinative  Materials 

There  are  no  materials  or  documents  which 
the  United  States  considered  determinative  in 
formulating  this  proposed  Final  Judgment. 
Therefore,  none  are  being  filed  along  with 
this  competitive  Impact  Statement. 
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Dated:  June  1, 1979. 

Peter  A.  MulUn. 

Attorney,  Department  offuetice. 
(FR  Doc  7»-18«71  nkd  ft-U-TK  SM  hd| 
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Attorney  Qeneral 

Propoaed  Content  E>ecree  in  Action 
Involving  Otecharge  of  Water 
PoNutanta  by  Borden  incorporated 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Policy,  28  CFR  {  50.7, 38  FR 19029,  notice 
if  hereby  given  that  a  proposed  consent 
decree  in  United  States  of  America  v. 
Borden,  Inc,,  Civil  Action  No.  79>-CV-> 
121,  has  been  lodged  with  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  Northern 
District  of  New  York.  The  proposed 
consent  decree  requires  Borden  to  pay  a 
dvil  penalty  of  $22,000  for  discharges 
from  its  Baninbridge,  New  York  facility. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  Room'SOO,  U.S. 
Courthouse  and  Post  Office  Building,  100 
South  Clinton  Street,  Syracuse,  New 
York  13201;  at  the  Region  II  office  of  the 
Environmental  Prote^on  Agency, 
Enforcement  Division,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  New  York  10007;  and  at  the 
Pollution  Control  Section,  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  Room  2645,  Ninth 
and  Pennsylvada  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C  20530.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  decree  may  be  obtained  in 
person  or  by  mail  from  the  Pollution 
Control  Section,  Land  and  Natural 
Resources  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
written  comments  relating  to  the 
proposed  consent  decree  for  a  period 
ending  July  16, 1979.  Comments  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C  20530,  and  should 
refer  to  Uidted  States  of  America  v. 
Borden,  Inc.,  Qvil  Action  No.  79-CV- 
121,  D.  J.  Ref.  90^1-1-1064. 

Jamas  W.  Mootman, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land  and 
Natural  Resorces  Division. 

(PS  Doc  7»-lMn  RM  e-U-7«;  8e4S  ua] 
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PropoMd  Consent  DtCTM  hi  Action  to 
Dischargs  of  Water  Polutants 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
Policy,  28  CFR  $  50.7, 38  FR  19029,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  proposed  consent 
decree  in  United  States  v.  Copperweld 
Steel  Corporation  has  been  lodged  with 


the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Ohio.  The  proposed 
decree  would  require  Copperweld  Steel 
Corporation  to  construct,  by  Jime  1, 

I960,  and  to  operate  treatment  facilities 
in  order  to  acUeve  compliance  with  its 
NPDES  permit  and  to  pay  a  civil  penalty 
of  $50,000  upon  entry  of  the  judgment. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
for  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  written 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
judgment.  Comments  should  be 
ad^ssed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C  20530,  and  refer  to 
United  States  v.  Copperweld  Steel 
Corporation,  D.J.  Ref.  90-8-1-1-662. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  Room  400,  United 
States  Courthouse,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44114,  at  the  Region  V  office  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604,  and  at  the  Pollution  Control 
Section,  Land  and  Natural  Resotirces 
Division,  Department  of  Justice,  (Room 
2625),  Ninth  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C  20530. 
A  copy  of  the  proposed  consent  decree 
may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by  mail 
from  the  Pollution  Control  Section,  Land 
and  Natural  Resources  Division, 
Department  of  Justice. 

James  W.  Moonnan, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land  and 
Natural  Resouhxs  Division. 

(PR  Doc  7S-ia4W  PIM  S-IS-TS;  a4S  am] 
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PropoMd  ConsMit  Doctm  in  Action  to 
Eni^n  DIsefurgo  of  Water  PoNutente 

In  accordance  with  Departmental ' 
Policy,  28  CFR  8  50.7, 38  FR  1902,  a 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  May  30, 
1979,  a  proposed  consent  decree  in 
United  States  v.  City  of  Philadelphia, 
was  lodged  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania.  The  proposed  decree 
requires  the  City  to  complete  its  three 
sewage  treatment  plants  on  an 
expeditious  schedule,  to  expand  $2,165 
million  on  water  pollution  control 
projects  not  currently  required  by  law, 
and  to  cease  ocean  dumping  of  sludge 
by  December  31, 1960. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  receive 
for  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice  written  comments  relating 
to  the  proposed  judgment  Comments 
should  be  addressed  to  die  Assistant 
Attorney  General  for  the  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 


of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C.  20630,  and 
refer  to  United  States  v.  City  of 
Philadelphia,  D.J.  Ref.  90-6-1-1-929. 

The  proposed  consent  decree  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  United 
States  Attorney,  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  U.S.  Courthouse, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania;  the  Clerk  of 
the  District  Court,  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  U.&  Courthouse, 
I%iladelphia,  Pennsylvania;  and  the 
Pollution  Control  Section,  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  Room  2623,  Department  of 
Justice  Building,  Ninth  Street  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washfogton,  D.C.  A  copy  of  the 
proposed  consent  judgment  may  be 
obt^ed  in  person  or  by  mail  from  the 
Pollution  Control  Section. 

JsiiiM  W.  Moonnan, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Land  and 
Natural  Resources  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1M70  PIM  e-U-Tk  845  Ml 
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Law  Enfofcmant  Asalstenc# 
Admlntolratlon 

Proposed  Chang#  to  QuMe  for 
Diserstionary  Grant  Programs, 
IMSOaiQ.  for  Fiteal  Year  1979 

Aomev:  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice. 

action:  Publication  of  draft  proposed 
guideline  for  the  Arson  Control 
Assistance  Program. 

SUMMANV:  This  proposed  change  is  a 
draft  addition  to  M4500.1G,  Guide  for 
Discretionary  Grant  Programs,  and  as 
such  will  be  subject  to  the  same 
regulations  whic^  govern  that  manual.  It 
will  not  in  any  way  impact  upon  the 
programs  or  regulations  presently  set 
out  in  M4500.1G,  nor  will  it  effect  the 
eligibility  of  those  individuals  applying 
for  previously  announced  programs. 

PON  rmthui  wpormation  contact: 

Judith  O’Connor,  Program  Manager, 
Arson  Unit,  Office  of  Criminal  Ju^ce 
Programs,  Law  Enforcement  Areistance 
Administration,  633  Indiana  Avenue, 
N.Wn  Washington,  D.C  20531. 

SummiNTAllY  inponmation:  The  Law 

Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
(LEAA)  is  proposing  a  new  program  as 
an  addition  to  the  Fiscal  Year  1979 
Guide  for  Discretionary  Grant 
Programs,  M4500.1G,  as  previously 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  16, 1979.  The  Office  of  Criminal 
Justice  Propams,  LEAA,  under  die 
legislative  andiority  of  Tide  1  of  the 
Omnibus  Crime  Cmtrol  and  Safe  Streets 
Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  3701, 
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et  seq.,  has  developed  a  draft  program 
announcement  for  a  discretionary  grant 
program  for  arson  control  assistance.  In 
order  to  ensure  that  interested 
organizations,  agencies,  and  individuals 
have  an  opportunity  to  review  and 
comment  on  the  draft  announcement, 
this  notice  and  invitation  to  submit 
written  views,  comments,  and  specific 
recommendations  are  being  provided. 
The  final  program  announcement  will 
also  be  published  in  the  Fecleral 
Register.  All  comments,  due  30  days 
fiom  the  publication  date  of  this  notice, 
will  be  considered  in  the  publication  of 
the  final  program  annoimcement. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to 
Judith  O’Connor  (see  address  above). 
The  text  of  the  proposed  program 
announcement  follows: 

Arson  Control  Assistance  Program 

a.  Program  Objective.  The  objective  of 
this  program  is  to  assist  state,  regional, 
county,  and  local  efforts  to  reduce  the 
number  of  deaths,  the  personal  injury, 
and  the  economic  loss  related  to  arson, 
and  to  upgrade  current  knowledge 
regarding  arson  incidence  and  arson 
control  approaches. 

b.  Program  Descriptian.  (1)  Problem 
Addressed.  In  terms  of  lives  and 
property  lost  and  the  rate  of  incidence, 
arson  has  become  America’s  fastest 
growing  crime.  A  definite  correlation 
has  been  drawn  between  the  present 
limited  capabilities  of  police,  fire,  and 
prosecutorial  agencies  in  dealing  with 
arson  and  the  low  deterrence  level  of 
the  crime.  Most  police  and  fire 
departments  lade  the  resources, 
expertise  and  manpower  to  adequately 
respond  to  the  growing  arson  problem  in 
their  jurisdiction  and  prosecutors,  for 
various  reasons,  are  often  reluctant  to 
bring  arson  cases  to  trial.  All  too  often 
there  is  little  or  no  cooperation  or 
coordination  between  the  various 
agencies  dealing  with  arson  and 
valuable  resources  such  ps  community 
groups  and  the  insurance  industry  are 
not  maximally  involved.  Extensive 
needs  for  training,  data  collection 
systems,  equipment  manpower,  and  a 
framework  for  a  coordinated  arson 
control  effort  have  been  identified  by 
and  for  each  of  the  involved  agendes. 
However,  due  to  lack  of  funds,  memy  of 
these  needs  go  unanswered. 

(2)  Results  Sought  (a)  Improved 
capabilities  of  agendes  involved  with 
arson  control  at  the  state,  regional, 
county,  and  local  levels; 

(b)  Increased  cooperation  among 
those  agendes  involved  with  arson 
detection,  investigation,  and 
prosecution; 


(c)  Increased  coordination  of  anti¬ 
arson  efforts  within  the  given 
jurisdiction; 

(d)  Increased  sensitivity  on  the  part  of 
all  involved  agendes  to  the  problem  of 
arson  and  to  l^e  roles  of  all  those 
engaged  in  combatting  the  crime; 

(e)  Improved  data  base  and  analytical 
capability  regarding  arson; 

(f)  Increased  identification  of  arson 
fires; 

(g)  Increased  arrest  rates  for  arson 
cases; 

(h)  Increased  prosecution  rates  for 
arson  cases; 

.(i)  Increased  conviction  rates  for 
arson  cases; 

(j)  Increased  level  of  public  awareness 
and  partidpation  in  arson  control 
efforts; 

(k)  Increased  involvement  on  the  part 
of  the  judiciary,  the  insurance  industry, 
community  groups,  and  others  with 
interest  in  arson  control;  and 

(l)  Increased  exchange  of  information. 

c.  Program  Strategy.  As  part  of  the 
overall  Department  of  Justice  strategy  to 
combat  arson  at  the  state  and  local 
levels,  the  investigative  and 
prosecutorial  expertise  of  federal 
criminal  justice  agencies  will  be 
integrated  with  the  finandal  and 
technical  assistance  capabilities  of 
LEAA.  Grants  to  improve  arson  control 
capabilities  will  be  made  to  state, 
regional,  county,  and  local  jiirisdictions. 
Arson  control  in  this  contest  indudes 
but  is  not  limited  to  such  activities  as 
detection,  investigation,  prosecution, 
prevention,  and  public  education.  Based 
on  the  recommendations  of  numerous 
studies  and  reports,  it  has  been 
determined  that  a  coordinated  effort 
among  police,  fire,  and  prosecutorial , 
agendes  as  well  as  all  others  in  a  given 
jurisdiction  with  interest  in  arson 
control  is  required  to  successfully 
combat  the  crime.  Funds  will  be 
available  to  support  programs 
constituting  su(^  an  integrated 
approach. 

Cooperation  and  coordination  are  the 
key  words  in  this  effort  Applicants  must 
provide  such  documentation  as  letters  of 
commitment  and  memoranda  of 
agreement  indicating  involvement  and 
partidpation  on  the  part  of  all  agendes 
(induding  but  not  limited  to  police,  fire, 
and  prosecution)  connected  with  the 
overall  arson  control  effort  within  that 
jurisdiction. 

Particular  attention  will  be  paid  to 
those  applications  demonstrating  an 
innovative  approach  to  dealing  with 
arson. 

d.  Application  Requirements.  The 
following  elements  must  be  induded  in 
each  project  and  described  in  Part  IV  of 


the  application  form.  Selection  of 
grantees  will  be  based  in  large  part  on 
how  well  each  of  these  elements  is 
addressed. 

(1)  A  detailed  description  of  the  arson 
problem  in  the  area  to  be  served, 
induding  such  relevant  data  as 
inddence  figures,  dollar  value  of 
property  loss,  and  personal  injury; 

(2)  A  description  of  the  service  area, 
induding  but  not  limited  to  geographical 
aspects,  population  figures,  and  types 
and  niunbers  of  building  structures; 

(3)  A  description  of  applicable  laws, 
pending  legislation,  court  or  executive 
orders,  etc.,  within  or  affecting  the 
jurisdiction.  In  particular,  this  section 
should  address  the  specific  authorities, 
responsibilities,  and  constraints  which 
these  laws  or  orders  place  on  the 
various  agencies  involved; 

(4)  A  description  of  existing  anti-arson 
efforts  by  police,  fire,  and  prosecutorial 
agencies  and  others,  induding  arrest 
and  conviction  rates,  existing 
cooperative  agreements,  arson  control- 
related  activities  of  community  groups, 
available  services,  gaps  in  sudi  services, 
and  any  other  relevant  information; 

(5)  A  description  of  how  the  planned 
approach  will  meet  the  needs  identified 
in  the  assessment; 

(6)  A  specific  workplan,  including 
timetable,  describing  the  activities  of  the 
project  and  the  results  expected; 

(7)  An  organization  chart  and  job 
descriptions  for  all  project  personnel. 
Details  concerning  spedfic 
responsibilities  and  relevant  authority 
must  be  provided; 

(8)  A  network  chart  indicating  the 
relationship  between  and  among  all 
involved  agendes; 

(9)  Documented  proof  of  cooperation 
and  coordination  among  all  involved 
agendes  (including  but  not  limited  to 
police,  fire,  and  prosecution).  Thia 
should  indude  any  and  all  letters  of 
commitment  (to  the  roles  and  activities 
described  in  the  application)  and 
memoranda  of  agreement; 

(10)  Listing  of  past  and  present  arson- 
related  funding  received  frnm  state  or 
federal  sources  (in  dollars  and  project 
type)  and  their  relation  to  this  project; 

(11)  Evidence  that  the  state  and  local 
A-95  ckaringhouses,  regional  planning 
unit,  and  state  planning  agency  have 
received  copies  of  the  application. 

(Note:  actual  grant  award  is  dependent 
upon  receipt  of  comments  from  all  of 
these  agendes); 

(12)  An  evaluation  component, 
induding  a  description  of  the  system 
available  to  collect  relevant  data  (see 
Evaluation  Requirements  section  for 
further  detail);  and 
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(13)  A  detailed  assumption-of-coet 

pl^ 

e.  Data  Collection  ^ort  In  addition 
to  the  pre^waid  data  requested  above, 
grantees  will  be  required  to  develop  and 
maintain  a  collection  system  to  gaUier 
relevant  data  from  which  accurate 
conclusions  regarding  overall  program 
program  performance  can  be  drawn. 
Technical  assistance  will  be  avaUable  to 
aid  in  establishing  or  modifying  this 
system.  Use  of  the  system  should  be 
directly  tied  in  with  the  proiect’s 
evaluation  plan.  Applicants  are  also 
asked  to  describe  existing  state  and 
local  reporting  requirements. 

f.  Dollar  Range  and  Number  of 
Grants.  Funds  will  be  made  available  to 
arson  control  programs  at  the  state, 
regional,  county,  and  local  levels.  Up  to 
four  (4)  grants,  not  to  exceed  $800,000 
each,  will  be  made  to  support  state-level 
efforts;  up  to  six  (6)  grants,  not  to  exceed 
$200,000  each,  will  go  to  jurusdictions 
with  populations  at  or  over  100.000;  and 
up  to  five  (5)  grants,  not  to  exceed 
$125,000  each,  will  be  made  available  to 
jurisdictions  with  populations  below 
100.000. 

g.  Eligibility.  All  state,  regional, 
county,  or  local  units  of  government,  or 
sub-units  thereof,  or  a  combination  of 
units  at  the  same  or  different  level  may 
apply  for  funds.  Sub-units  must  apply 
t^ugh  their  larger  unit  (i.e..  a  police 
department  through  its  city  government). 
In  each  case,  unless  the  state  waives  the 
right,  the  state  planning  agency  will 
serve  as  the  grantee  and  ^e  applicant 
will  be  the  subgrantee. 

h.  Application  Deadline  and 
Submission  Procedures.  (1)  All 
applications  for  fiscal  year  1979  funds 
must  be  received  no  later  than  August 
29, 1979.  No  applications  %vill  be 
considered  if  received  after  that  date; 
and 

(2)  In  addition  to  the  copies  of  the 
application  sent  to  the  state  and  local 
A-95  clearinghouses,  the  regional 
planning  unit,  and  the  state  planning 
agency,  the  original  plus  two  (2)  copies 
of  the  entire  application  package  should 
be  sent  to:  The  Control  Desk,  GCMD/ 
FMGAB.  Office  of  the  Comptroller, 
LEAA,  633  Indiana  Avenue.  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20531. 

L  Criteria  for  Selection.  (1)  Applicants 
w^  be  rated  on  the  extent  to  which  they 
respond  to  the  requirements  of  this 
program  desoiption  and.  in  particular, 
the  Application  Requirements  section. 
Applicants  must  provide  evidence  of  an 
administrative  structure  that  has  the 
capability  and  authority  to  effectively 
achieve  the  project's  stated  objectives: 

(2)  Applicants  demonstrating  existing 
independent  efforts  in  cocndinated 


arson  control  will  receive  preference 
over  those  which  do  not;  and 

(3)  Only  one  grant  will  be  awarded  in 
any  urban  area  (SMSA). 

j.  Evaluation  Requirements.  The 
projects  funded  under  the  Arson  Control 
Assistance  Program  have  been  selected 
for  intensive  impact  and  cost-benefit 
evaluation.  Therefore,  each  application 
must  contain  a  separate  Evaluation  Plan 
which  states  the  project's  objectives  in 
measurable  terms,  contains  a  specific 
evaluation  methodology,  and  nominates 
for  LEAA  approval  an  evaluation 
subcontractor  whose  services  are 
obtained  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  of  LEAA  Guideline 
Manual  M7100.1  (effective  edition).  The 
costs  of  the  evaluation  shall  be  induded 
in  the  project  budget  identified  as  a 
separate  grant  activity  on  the 
application  form,  and  shall  not  exceed 
fifteen  (15)  percent  of  the  total  project 
cost  Technical  assistance  will  be 
available  from  LEAA  in  the 
development  and  conduct  of  the  project 
evaluations. 

In  addition,  an  evaluation  of  the 
overall  Arson  Control  Assistance 
Program  is  planned  for  fiscal  year  1980. 
Grantees  must  attest  to  their  willingness 
to  share  their  data  with  the  national 
evaluator  as  well  as  providing  any  other 
cooperation  required  to  perform  such  an 
evaluation. 

k.  Contact:  Arson  Unit  Office  of 
Criminal  Justice  Programs,  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration, 
Room  1158,  Washington,  D.C.  20531 
(202)  724-7661  or  724-7662. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Administrator,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  7B-186S7  FUed  a-U-79;  *45  mm] 
aajJNQ  CODE  4410-01-M 


NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD 

RavWon  of  Statement  of  Orgmiizatlon 
and  Functions 

AOINCy:  National  Labor  Relations 
Board. 

ACTION:  Revision  of  statement  of 
organization  and  functions. 

SUMMAfiv:  The  National  Labor  Relations 
Board  is  revising  its  descriptions  of  the 
central  and  field  organizations  of  the 
Board,  listing  all  Board  officials  and 
their  official  job  functions.  An  appendix 
to  this  document  lists  the  locations  of  all 
regional  and  subregional  offices,  as  well 
as  the  areas  served  by  these  offices. 

imCTIVI  DATK  June  14, 1979. 
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PON  RMTNm  mPORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  A.  LeeL  Esquire,  Associate 
Executive  Secretary.  National  Labor 
Relations  Board,  1717  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20570. 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 

Organization  and  Functions  * 

The  National  Labor  Relations  Board  is 
an  independent  agency  created  by  the 
Nation^  Labor  Relations  Act,  enacted 
July  5, 1935  (49  Stat  449;  29  U.S.C.  151- 
166):  as  amended  by  the  Labor 
Management  Relations  Act,  1947, 
enacted  June  23, 1947  (61  Stat.  136;  29 
U.S.C  151-167);  amended  by  an  Act  of 
October  21, 1951  (65  Stat.  601;  29  U.S.C. 
158, 159, 168);  as  amended  by  the  Labor- 
Management  Reporting  and  Disclosure 
Act  of  1959,  enacted  September  14, 1959 
(73  Stat  519: 29  U.S.C.  141,  et  seq.);  and 
as  amended  by  an  Act  of  July  26. 1974 
(88  Stat  395-397;  29  U.S.C.  152.  et  seq.). 
The  responsibilities  and  functions  of  the 
Agency  under  the  statutes  are  carried 
out  through  an  organization  directed  and 
controlled  by  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  and  its  General 
Counsel,  who.  in  addition  to 
independent  authority  under  the  statute, 
exercises  other  authority  by  delegation 
from  the  Board. 

Descr^ition  of  Organizatimi 

Description  of  Central  Organization 

Sec.  201  Tbe  Board.  The  Board, 
composed  of  five  Members,  has  its 
central  and  principal  office  in 
Washington,  D.C.  Each  of  the  Members 
is  appointed  by  the  President,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Sentate,  for  a  term  of  5 
years.  One  Member  is  designated  by  the 
President  to  serve  as  Chairman  of  the 
Board.  The  Board  is  created  by  viture  of 
the  provisions  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  49  Stat  449,  as  amended 
by  the  Labor  Management  Relations 
Act  1947, 61  Stat  136,  and  the  Labor- 
Management  Reporting  and  Disclosure 
Act  1959, 73  Stat  519. 

The  Board  has  two  principal  functions 
under  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act, 
as  amended:  (1)  The  prevention  of 
statutory  defined  unfair  labor  practices 
on  the  part  of  employers  and  labor 
organizations  or  the  agents  of  either, 
and  (2)  the  conduct  of  secret  ballot 
elections  among  employees  in 
appropriate  collective-bargaining  units 
to  determine  whether  or  not  they  desire 
to  be  represrated  by  a  labor 
organization. 

The  Board  is  further  empowered  by 
the  Act 


*32  FR  96SS.  M  amended  by  37  FR ISSSS,  aa 
further  amended  by  Uiia  docmnent 
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To  conduct  secret  ballot  elections 
among  employees  who  have  been 
covered  by  a  union-shop  agreement, 
when  requested  by  30  percent  of  the 
employees,  to  determine  whether  or  not 
they  wish  to  revoke  their  union’s 
authority  to  make  such  agreements. 

To  determine  in  cases  involving 
jurisdictional  disputes  which  of  the 
ccHnpeting  groups  of  workers  is  to  be 
assigned  the  work  task  involved. 

To  conduct  secret  ballot  elections 
among  employees  in  national  emergency 
situations. 

The  Board  exercises  full  and  Anal 
authority  over  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Secretary,  the  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  and  the  Division  of 
Information.  The  Board  appoints 
administrative  law  judges  and,  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  and  section  4(a)  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as 
amended,  exercises  authority  over  the 
Division  of  Judges.  Each  Board  Member 
exercises  fi^  and  final  authority  over  a 
staff  of  legal  counsel,  each  staff  being 
under  the  immediate  supervision  of  the 
chief  counsel  of  the  respective  Board 
Member. 

The  Board,  with  the  General  Counsel, 
approves  the  budget,  opens  new  offices 
as  deemed  necessary,  and  appoints 
Regional  Directors  and  Officers-in- 
Charge. 

The  Board  establishes  and  publishes 
the  Agency’s  Rules  and  Regulations  and 
Statements  of  Procedure. 

Sec.  201.1  The  Board’s  staff.  The 
Board’s  staff  consists  (in  addition  to  its 
chief  counsel  and  legal  counsel  referred 
to  in  sec.  201,  above)  of  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Secretary,  the  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  the  Division  of  Judges,  and  the 
Division  of  Information. 

Sec.  201.1.1  Office  of  the  Executive 
Secretary.  The  ^ecutive  Secretary  is 
the  chief  administrative  and  judicial 
management  officer  of  the  Board, 
represents  the  Board  in  dealing  with 
parties  to  cases  and  communicates  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  with  labor 
organizations,  employers,  employees. 
Members  of  Congress,  othe  agencies, 
and  the  public,  lie  Office  of  the 
Executive  Secretary  receives,  dockets, 
and  acknowledges  aU  formal  documents 
filed  with  the  Board;  issued  and  serves 
on  the  parties  to  cases  all  Board 
Decisions  and  Orders;  and  certifies 
copies  of  all  documents  which  are  a  part 
of  the  Board’s  files  or  records. 

Sec.  201.1.2  Office  of  the  Solicitor. 
The  Solicitor  is  the  Board’s  chief  legal 
officer  and  advises  the  Board  on 
questions  of  law  and  policy;  adoption, 
revision,  or  rescission  of  Rules  and 
Regulations  and  Statements  of 


Procedure;  pending  legislation  amending 
or  affecting  the  Act;  litigation  affecting 
the  Board,  etc.  The  Office  of  the 
Solicitor  drafts  advisory  opinions  and 
declaratory  orders  for  ffie  Board 
concerning  whether  the  Board  would 
assert  jurisdiction  in  a  particular  case. 

Sec.  201.1.3  Division  of  fudges.  The 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Ju^e 
supervises  the  operations  of  this 
division.  Administrative  law  judges  are 
responsible  for  the  conduct  of  all 
hearings  and  for  the  preparation  of  all 
administrative  law  judges’  decisions  in 
unfair  labor  practice  cases.  The  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  has  final 
authority  to  designate  administrative 
law  judges  who  conduct  hearings  and 
make  rulings;  to  assign  dates  for 
hearings  presided  over  by 
administrative  law  judges;  and  to  rule 
upon  requests  for  extensions  of  time 
within  which  to  file  briefs,  proposed 
findings,  and  conclusions. 

Sec.  201.1.4  Division  of  Information. 
The  Director  of  Information  maintains 
liaison  with  the  press  and  other 
communications  media  and  prepares 
press  and  other  types  of  public  releases. 
The  Director  furnishes  information  to 
members  of  the  general  public  who  wish 
to  be  informed  concerning  the  actions  of 
the  Board  and  the  General  Counsel  and 
arranges  for  the  distribution  of  decisions 
and  weekly  summaries  of  decisions. 

Sec.  202  The  General  Counsel  The 
General  Counsel  is  appointed  by  the 
President,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Senate,  for  a  term  of  4  years.  The 
General  Counsel  derives  specific 
authority  for  some  functions  of  the  office 
fi-om  the  provisions  of  section  3(d)  of  the 
National  Labor  Relations  Act,  as 
amended,  and  derives  certain  other 
authority  by  delegation  from  the  Board 
(20  FR  2175,  as  amended  at  23  FR  6966, 
24  FR  666,  and  26  FR  3911).  By  virtue  of 
these  combined  authorities,  1'  General 
Counsel  exercises  general  supervision 
over  attorneys  employed  by  ^e  Board 
(other  than  administrative  law  judges, 
legal  counsel  to  Board  Members,  the 
Executive  Secretary,  and  the  Solicitor), 
and  over  the  officers  and  employees  in 
the  regional  offices.  The  General 
'  Counsel  has  final  authority,  on  behalf  of 
the  Board,  in  respect  to  the  investigation 
of  charges  and  issuance  of  complaints 
under  section  10  and  in  respect  to  the 
prosecution  of  such  complaints  before 
the  Board;  prosecutes,  on  behalf  of  the 
Board,  injunction  proceedings  pursuant 
to  section  10(e)  and  10(j)  of  the  Act; 
handles  court  of  appeals  proceedings  to 
enforce  or  review  Board  orders,  other 
miscellaneous  court  litigation,  and 
efforts  to  obtain  compliance  with  Board 
orders;  and  is  responsible  for  the 


processing  by  field  personnel  of 
representation  petitions  under  section  9 
of  the  Act  and  jurisdictional  dispute 
cases  imder  section  10(k),  and  in  the 
conduct  of  employee  referenda  imder 
sections  209(b)  and  203(c)  of  the  Labor 
Management  Relations  Act.  1947. 

The  Deputy  General  Counsel  is  vested 
with  the  authority  to  speak  and  act  for 
the  General  Counsel  in  all  phases  of  the 
responsibilities  of  the  office  to  the  full 
extent  permitted  by  law  and  is 
responsible  for  overall  coordination  of 
the  General  Counsel’s  organization. 
References  to  the  General  Counsel 
hereinafter  may  refer  to  either  the 
General  Counsel  or  Deputy  General 
Counsel  collectively. 

Sec.  202.1  The  General  Counsel’s 
Washington  Staff.  The  General 
Counsel’s  Washington  staff,  reporting  to 
the  General  Counsel  and  the  Deputy 
General  Counsel,  consists  of  four  main 
divisions:  Division  of  Operations 
Management,  Division  of  Advice, 
Division  of  Enforcement  Litigation,  and 
Division  of  Administration. 

Sec.  202.1.1  Division  of  Operations 
Management.  The  Associate  General 
Counsel  for  Operations  Management 
assists  in  the  coordination  and 
integration  of  all  operations  in 
Washington  and  of  Washington 
operations  with  the  field  offices; 
develops  systematic  methods  for  the 
integration  of  case  processing  activities 
in  all  field  and  Washington  operational 
units  and  for  the  implementation  of 
General  Counsel  and  Board  policies, 
including  time  and  quality  standards  for 
case  processing  at  all  stages;  and  is 
responsible  for  continuing  liaison  with 
field  offices  and  for  supervising  and 
coordinating  both  substantive  and 
administrative  phases  of  their- 
operations. 

Sec.  202.1.2  Division  of  Advice.  The 
Associate  General  Counsel  for  Advice  is 
responsible  for  legal  research  on  and 
analysis  of  broad  areas  of  labor  law 
administration,  for  legal  advice  to 
Regional  Directors  on  all  unfair  labor 
practice  cases  involving  novel  or 
difficult  legal  issues,  including  questions 
involving  mandatory  or  discretionary 
injunction  proceedings,  for  litigating 
injunction  cases  on  appeal  fi'om  a 
district  court  adjudication,  for  legal 
information  retrieval  systems,  and  for 
analyses  and  digests  to  be  used  by  both 
the  agency  staff  and  the  public. 

Sec.  202.1.3  Division  of  Enforcement 
Litigation.  The  Associate  General 
Counsel  for  Enforcement  Litigation  is 
responsible  for  all  agency  litigation  in 
the  United  States  Courts  of  Appeals  and 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
whether  within  the  General  Counsel’s 
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statutory  authorization  or  delegated  by 
the  Board,  including  contempt  litigation 
and  enforcement  and  review  of 
Decisions  and  Orders  of  the  Board,  and 
is  also  responsible  for  miscellaneous 
litigation  in  Federal  and  state  coiuis  to 
protect  the  Agency's  processes  and 
functions. 

The  Office  of  Appeals  is  another 
principle  part  of  the  Division  of 
Litigation.  This  Office  reviews  appeals 
from  Regional  Directors’  refusals  to 
issue  complaints  in  unfair  labor  practice 
cases  and  recommends  the  action  to  be 
taken  thereon  by  the  General  Counsel. 
Pursuant  to  request,  the  Director  of  the 
office  may  also  hear  informal  oral 
presentations  in  Washington  of  * 
argument  by  counsel  or  other 
representatives  of  the  parties  in  support 
of,  or  in  opposition  to,  the  appeals. 

Sec.  202.1.4  Division  of 
Administration.  The  Director  of 
Administration  is  responsible  generally 
for  the  administrative  management, 
support  services,  and  fiscal  functions  of 
the  General  Counsel.  These  activities 
are  carried  out  with  the  assistance  of 
branches  dealing  with  financial 
management,  personnel,  facilities  and 
services,  data  systems,  management  and 
audit,  security  and  safety,  and  library 
services.  These  functions,  as  applicable, 
are  also  performed  on  behalf  of  the 
Board  and  its  Members. 

Description  of  Field  Organization 

Sec.  203  Regional  offices.  There  are  33 
regional  offices  throu^  which  the  Board 
conducts  its  business.  Certain  of  the 
regions  have  subregional  offices  or 
resident  offices  in  addition  to  the  central 
regional  office.  The  areas  constituting 
the  regions  and  the  location  of  the 
regional,  subregional,  and  resident 
offices  are  set  forth  in  an  appendix 
hereto.  Each  regional  office  staff  is 
headed  by  a  Regional  Director 
appointed  by  the  Board  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  General  Counsel 
and  includes  a  Regional  Attorney, 
Assistant  to  the  Regional  Director,  field 
attorneys,  fidd  examiners,  and  clerical 
staff.  Each  subregional  office  is  headed 
by  an  Officer-in-Charge  appointed  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  Regional  Directors. 
Each  resident  office  is  headed  by  a 
Resident  Officer. 

Sec.  203.1  Regional  Directors.  Under 
the  general  supervision  of  the  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  the  Regional 
Directors  supervise  a  staff  of  attorneys 
and  field  examiners  in  the  processing  of 
representation,  unfair  labor  practice, 
and  jurisdictional  dispute  cases.  The 
Regional  Directors  are  empowered  to 
issue  noticeaof  hearing  in 
representation  cases;  issue  complaints 


in  unfair  labor  practice  cases;  conduct 
elections  pursuant  to  agreement  of  the 
parties  or  direct  elections  pursuant  to 
the  decision  making  authority  delegated 
by  the  Board  to  them  under  section  3(b) 
of  the  Act,  and  issue  certification  of 
representatives  or  certify  the  results  of 
elections  where  appropriate;  conduct 
employee  referenda  under  section  209(b) 
and  203(c)  of  the  Labor  Management 
Relations  Act;  obtain  settlement  of 
unfair  labor  practice  charges;  obtain 
compliance  with  administrative  law 
judge.  Board,  and  court  decisions; 
investigate  and  report  on,  or  decide, 
objections  to  elections  and  challenges  to 
determinative  ballots;  and  otherwise  act 
in  behalf  of  the  General  Counsel  in  the 
discharge  of  the  statutory  and  delegated 
functions  of  that  office. 

In  addition.  Regional  Directors  may 
initiate  and  prosecute  in  the  district 
courts  injunctions  under  section  10(1)  of 
the  Act.  They  also  have  authority  to 
process  petitions  for  unit  clarification,  ■ 
for  amendment  of  certification,  and  for 
rescission  of  a  labor  organization’s 
authority  to  make  an  agreement 
pursuant  to  the  proviso  of  section 
8(a)(3). 

Regional  Directors  are  also 
responsible  for  the  administrative 
management  of  their  offices  and  of  any 
subregional  and  resident  offices  in  their 
regions  and  make  initial  determinations 
of  FOIA  requests  for  materials  in  their 
custody. 

Sec.  203.2  Regional  Attorneys.  The 
Regional  Attorneys  are  the  principal 
legal  advisers  to  the  Regional  Directors 
and,  as  the  chief  legal  officers  in  the 
regions,  exercise  supervisory  authority 
over  office  attorneys  and  field 
examiners  in  various  aspects  of  their 
work.  They  may  exercise  any  authority 
given  attorneys  and  field  examiners  in 
the  region. 

Sec.  203.3  Assistants  to  the  Regional 
Directors.  The  Assistants  to  the 
Regional  Directors  are  responsible  for 
overall  supervision  and  coordination  of 
investigations  and  compliance,  exercise 
supervisory  authority  over  office 
attorneys  and  field  examiners  in  various 
aspects  of  their  woiki  and  provide 
assistance  to  the  Regional  Director  with 
respect  to  various  administrative 
functions. 

Sec.  203.4  Field  attorneys.  The  field 
attorneys  are  charged  in  general  with 
the  duty  of  performing  all  necessary 
legal  services  for  the  Regional  Directors 
in  the  regions.  They  are  directly 
responsible  to  the  Regional  Attorneys, 
and  through  them  to  the  Regional 
Directors,  for  performance  of  these 
services.  Under  the  direction  of  the 
R^onal  Attorneys,  they: 


(a)  Investigate  petitions  concerning 
the  representation  of  employees 
(including  the  taking  of  secret  ballots  of 
employees),  in  accordance  with  section 
9(c)  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Act; 

(b)  Conduct  hearings  in  proceedings 
under  section  9  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Act  and  section  7(b)  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act; 

(c)  Investigate  charges  of  unfair  labor 
practices  under  section  8  of  the  Act; 

(d)  Appear  and  participate  as  counsel 
in  Board  hearings  and,  when  designated, 
in  other  Board  litigation  and 
proceedings; 

(e)  Prosecute  any  inquiry  necessary  to 
the  functions  of  the  General  Counsel, 
have  access  to  and  the  right  to  copy 
evidence,  administer  oaths  and 
affirmations,  examine  witnesses,  and 
receive  evidence; 

(f)  Perform  all  necessary  acts  required 
of  them  in  connection  wi^  the  foregoing 
and  the  published  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Board. 

Sec.  203.5  Field  examiners.  The  field 
examiners  in  the  regional  offices  are 
directly  responsible  to  the  Regional 
directors  and  work  under  their  direction. 
Essentially,  they: 

(a)  Investigate  petitions  concerning 
the  representation  of  employees,  in 
accordance  with  section  9  of  the 
national  Labor  Relations  Act,  and 
conduct  secret  ballot  elections  where 
such  procedm«  is  required  under  the 
Act; 

(b)  Investigate  charges  of  unfair  labor 
practices  under  section  8  of  the  Act, 
have  access  to  and  the  right  to  copy 
evidence,  administer  oaths  and 
affirmations,  examine  witnesses,  and 
receive  evidence; 

(c)  Conduct  hearings  in  proceedings 
under  section  9  of  the  national  Labor 
Relations  Act  and  section  7(b)  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act; 

(d)  Perform  all  necessary  acts 
required  of  them,  in  connection  with  the 
foregoing  and  the  published  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Board. 

Sec.  203.6  Officers-in-Charge  and 
Resident  Officers.  The  Officer-in-charge 
of  a  subregional  office  or  the  Resident 
Office  of  a  resident  office  is  directly 
responsible  to  the  Regional  director  and. 
under  their  direction,  supervised  the 
processing  of  cases  arising  within  the 
geographical  area  of  the  office.  Under 
special  delegation  frnm  the  General 
Counsel,  an  Qfficer-in-Charge  may  be 
authorized  to  exercise  the  functions  of 
the  Regional  director,  subject  to 
statutory  limitations. 

Effective  date.  This  amended 
Description  of  organization  shall  be 
effective  as  of  June  14, 1979. 
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Appendix — ^Regional  and  Subregional 
Offices 

Alphabetical  list  of  States  showing 
location  in  relation  to  regions  and 
subregions.  (Note  that  respective  region 
number  follows  subregion  number  to 
facilitate  locating  areas  services.) 


Region 

and 

Subregion 

Nos. 

Alabama .  10,15 

Alaska .  18 

Arizona . . . - . .  28 

Arkansas .  26 

Cakfomia . . . -,20,  21,  31,  32 

Colorado . - .  27 

Connecticut . .  1,  2 

Delaware . - . .  4,  5 

District  of  Cokimbta .  5 

Florida .  12,15 

Georgia. . - - -  10 

Hawaii .  S-37  (20) 

ktatx) . - .  19 

Illinois . - . -  13,14,33 

Indiana. . .  9, 13, 25 

Iowa . —  18,  33 

Kansas . - . —  17 

Kentucky . .' .  9,  25 

Louisiana . 15 

Mair>e . — . .  1 

Maryland . — - -  5 

Massachusetts .  1 

Michigan . 7,  30 

Minnesota .  18 

Mississippi .  15,  26 

Missouri . 14,  17 

Montana. . . 19 

Nebraska . 17 

Nevada . 31,32 

New  Hampahira . - . . .  1 

New  Jersey . - - - -  4,  22 

New  Mexico . . .....  28 

New  York . . .  2,3,29 

North  Carolina . - .  11 

North  Dakota . 18 

Ohio . — .  8,  9 

Oklahoma. . 16 

Oregon . . . .  S-36  (19) 

Pennsylvania . - . .  4. 8 

Rhode  Island . —  1 

South  Carofina. . 11 

South  Dakota. . - . 18 

Tennessee . - . — - -  5, 10.  26 

Texas - - - -  16.  23.  28 

Utah . - - 27 

Vermont . - . - . —  1 

Virginia. . . 5 

WasNnglon . 19.  S-36  (19) 

WestVrginia - 5.6.9 

Wisconsin . .  18,  30 

Wyoming - 27 

Puerto  Rico . - - -  24 

U.S.  Vegin  Islands . 24 


Areas  Served  by  Regional  and 
Subregional  Offices* 

(Listed  in  numerical  order  except  that 
subregions  appear  directly  imder 
respective  regions.) 

Region  1.  Boston,  Massachusetts.  Services 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts,  and  Rhode  Island,  and  all 
Connecticut  counties  except  Fairfield. 

Region  2.  New  York,  New  York.  Services 
Fairfield  County  in  Connecticut  and  Bronx, 
New  York,  Orange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  and 
Westchester  Counties  in  New  York. 

Region  3.  Buffalo,  New  York.  Services  ail 
New  York  State  Counties  except  the 
metropolitan  area  counties  serviced  by 
Regions  2  and  29. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  Albany,  New  York. 

‘Addresses  and  telephone  numbers  of  the  field 
offices  can  be  found  on  pp.  329-332. 


Region  4.  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.  In 
Pennsylvania,  services  Adams,  Berks, 
Bradford,  Bucks,  Carbon,  Chester,  Columbia, 
Cumberland,  Dauphin,  Delaware,  Juniata, 
Lackawanna,  Lancaster,  Lebanon,  Lehigh, 
Luzerne,  Lycoming,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  * 
Montour,  Northampton,  Northumberland, 
Perry,  Philadelphia,  Pike,  Schuylskill,  Snyder, 
Sullivan,  Susquehanna,  Tioga,  Union,  Wayne, 
Wyoming,  and  York  Counties;  in  New  Jersey, 
services  Atlantic,  Burlington,  Camden,  Cape 
May,  Cumberland,  Gloucester,  Ocean,  and 
Salem  Counties;  and  in  Delaware,  services 
New  Castle  County. 

Region  5.  Baltimore,  Maryland.  Services 
Maryland  and  Virginia;  the  District  of 
Columbia;  Kent  and  Sussex  Counties  in 
Delaware;  the  city  of  Bristol  in  Sullivan 
County,  Tenn.;  and,  in  West  Virginia,  Berkley, 
Grant,  Hampshire,  Hardy,  Jefferson,  Mineral, 
Morgan,  and  Pendleton  Counties. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Region  6.  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania.  In 
Pennsylvania,  services  Allegheny,  Armstrong, 
Beaver,  Bedford,  Blair,  Butler,  Cambria, 
Cameron,  Centre,  Clarion,  ClearBeld,  Clinton, 
Crawford,  Elk,  Erie,  Fayette,  Forest,  Franklin, 
Fulton,  Greene,  Huntingdon,  Indiana, 

Jefferson,  Lawrence,  McKean,  Mercer, 

Mifflin,  Potter,  Somerset,  Venango,  Warren, 
Washington,  and  Westmoreland  Counties;  in 
West  Virginia,  Barbour,  Brooke,  Doddridge, 
Hancock,  Harrison,  Lewis,  Marion,  Marshall, 
Monongalia,  Ohio,  Pocahontas,  Preston, 
Randolph,  Taylor,  Tucker,  Upshur,  Webster, 
and  Wetzel  Counties. 

Region  7.  Detroit,  Michigan.  In  Michigan, 
services  Alcona,  Allegan,  Alpena,  Antrim, 
Arenac,  Barry,  Bay,  Benzie,  Berrien,  Branch, 
Calhoun,  Cass,  Charlevoix,  Cheboygan, 

Clare,  Clinton,  Crawford,  Eaton,  Emmet, 
Genesee,  Gladwin,  Grand  Traverse,  Gratiot, 
Hillsdale,  Huron,  Ingham,  Ionia,  Iosco, 
Isabella,  Jackson,  Kalamazoo,  Kalkaska, 

Kent,  Lake,  Lapeer,  Leelanau,  Lenawee, 
Livingston,  Macomb,  Mainistee,  Mason, 
Mecosta,  Midland,  Missaukee,  Monroe, 
Montcalm,  Montmorency,  Muskegon, 
Newaygo,  Oakland,  Oceana,  Ogemaw, 
Osceola,  Oscoda,  Otsego,  Ottawa,  Presque 
Isle,  Roscommon,  Saginaw,  St.  Clair,  St. 
Joseph,  Sanilac,  Shiawassee,  Tuscola,  Van 
Buren,  Washtenaw,  Wayne,  and  Wexford 
Countries. 

Region  8.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  In  Ohio, 
services  Allen,  Ashland,  Ashtabula,  Auglaize, 
Belmont,  Carroll,  Champaign,  Columbiana, 
Coshocton,  Crawford,  Cuyahoga,  Darke, 
Defiance,  Delaware,  Erie,  Fulton,  Geauga, 
Guernsey,  Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison,  Henry, 
Holmes,  Huron,  Jefferson,  Knox,  Lake, 
licking,  Logan,  Lorain,  Lucas,  Mahoning, 
Marion,  Medina,  Mercer,  Miami,  Morrow, 
Muskingum,  Ottawa,  Paulding,  Portage, 
Putnam,  Richland,  Sandusky,  Seneca,  Shelby, 
Stark,  Summit,  Trumbull,  Tuscarawas,  Union, 
Van  Wert,  Wayne,  Williams,  Wood,  and 
Wyandot  Counties. 

Region  9.  Cincinnati,  Ohio.  In  Ohio, 
services  Adams,  Athens,  Brown,  Butler, 

Clark,  Clermont,  Clinton,  Fairffeld,  Fayette, 
Franklin,  Gallia,  Greene,  Hamilton,  Highland, 
Hocking,  Jackson,  Lawrence,  Madison,  Meigs, 
Monroe,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Noble,  Perry, 


Pickaway,  Pike,  Preble,  Ross,  Scioto,  Vinton, 
Warren,  and  Washington  Counties;  services 
all  counties  in  Kentucky  except  Daviess  and 
Henderson;  in  Indiana,  services  Clark, 
Dearborn,  and  Floyd  Counties;  and  in  West 
Virginia,  services  Boone,  Braxton,  Cabell, 
Calhoun,  Clay,  Fayette,  Gilmer,  Greenbrier, 
Jackson,  Kanawha,  Lincoln,  Logan, 

McDowell,  Mason,  Mercer,  Mingo,  Monroe, 
Nicholas,  Pleasants,  Putnam,  Raleigh,  Ritchie, 
Roane,  Summers,  Tyler,  Wayne,  Wirt,  Wood, 
and  Wyoming  Counties. 

Region  10.  Atlanta,  Georgia.  Services 
Georgia;  in  Tennessee,  services  Anderson, 
Bledsow,  Blount,  Bradley,  Campbell,  Carter, 
Clairbome,  Clay,  Cocke,  Cumberland, 
Fentress,  Grainger,  Greene,  Grundy, 

Hamblen,  Hamilton,  Hancock,  Hawkins, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Johnson,  Knox,  Loudon, 
McMinn,  Marion,  Meigs,  Monroe,  Morgan, 
Overton,  Pickett,  Polk,  Putnam,  Rhea,  Roane, 
Scott,  Sequatchie,  Sevier,  Sullivan,  Unicoi, 
Union,  Van  Buren,  Warren,  Washington,  and 
White  Counties;  in  Alabama,  services 
Autauga,  Bibb,  Blount,  Calhoun,  Chambers, 
Cherokee,  Chilton,  Clay,  Cleburne,  Colbert, 
Coosa,  Cullman,  DeKalb,  Elmore,  Etowah, 
Fayette,  Franklin,  Greene,  Hale,  Jackson, 
Jefferson,  Lamar,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence,  Lee, 
Limestone,  Madison,  Marion,  Marshall, 
Morgan,  Perry,  Pickens,  Randolph,  St.  Clair, 
Shelby,  Sumter,  Talladega,  Tallapoosa, 
Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  and  Winston  Counties. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  in  Birmingham,  Alabama. 

Region  11.  Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina. 
Services  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

Region  12.  Tampa,  Florida.  In  Florida, 
services  Alachua,  Baker,  Bradford,  Brevard, 

Bi  !iward,  Charlotte,  Citrus,  Clay,  Collier, 
Columbia,  Dade,  DeSoto,  Dixie,  Duval, 

Flagler,  Gadsden,  Gilchrist,  Glades, 

Hamilton,  Hardee,  Hendry,  Hernando, 
Highlands,  Hillsborough,  Indian  River, 
Jefferson,  Lafayette,  Lake,  Lee,  Leon,  Levy, 
Madison,  Manatee,  Marion,  Martin,  Monroe, 
Nassau,  Okeechobee,  Orange,  Osceola,  Palm 
Beach,  Pasco,  Pinella,  Polk,  Putnam,  St.  Johns, 
St.  Lucie,  Sarasota,  Seminole,  Sumter, 
Suwanee,  Taylor,  Union,  Volusia,  and 
Wakulla  Counties. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  offices  in  Coral  Gables  and 
Jacksonville,  Florida. 

Region  13.  Chicago,  Illinois.  Services  Cook, 
DuPage,  Kane,  Lake  and  Will  Counties  in 
Illinois,  and  Lake  County  in  Indiana. 

Region  14.  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  In  Illinois, 
services  Adams,  Alexander,  Bond,  Brown, 
Calhoun,  Christian,  Clark,  Clay,  Clinton, 
Coles,  Crawford,  Cumberland,  Edgar, 
Edwards,  Effingham,  Fayette,  Franklin, 
Gallatin,  Greene,  Hamilton,  Hardin,  Jackson, 
Jasper,  Jefferson,  Jersey,  Johnson,  Lawrence, 
Macoupin,  Madison,  Marion,  Massac, 

Monroe,  Montgomery,  Perry,  Pike,  Pope, 
Pulaski,  Randolph,  Richland,  St.  Clair,  Saline, 
Scott,  Shelby,  Union,  Wabash,  Washington, 
Wayne,  White,  and  Williamson  counties;  and 
in  Missouri,  services  Audrain,  Bollinger, 
Butler,  Callaway,  Cape  Girardeau,  Carter, 
Clark,  Crawford,  Dent,' Dunklin,  Franklin, 
Gasconade,  Independent  City  of  St.  Louis, 
Iron,  Jefferson,  Knox,  Lewis,  Lincoln, 
Madison,  Maries,  Marion,  Mississippi, 
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Monroe,  Montgomery,  New  Madrid,  Oregon, 
Osage,  Pemiscot,  Peny,  Phelps,  Pike,  Ralls, 
Reynolds,  Ripley,  SL  Varies,  St  Francois,  St 
Louis,  St  Genevieve,  Scotland,  Scott 
Shannon,  Shelby,  Stoddard,  Warren, 
Washington,  and  Wayne  Counties. 

Region  15.  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 

Services  Louisiana;  in  Mississippi,  services 
Adams,  Amite,  Claiborne,  Clarke,  Copiah, 
Covington,  Forrest  Franklin,  George,  Greene, 
Hancodc,  Harrison,  Hinds,  Issaquena, 

Jackson,  Jasper,  Jefferson.  Jefferson  Davis, 
Jones,  Kemper,  Lamar,  Lauderdale,  Lawrence, 
Leake,  Lincoln,  Madison,  Marion.  Neshoba, 
Newton,  Pearl  River.  Perry.  Pike,  Rankin, 

Scott,  Sharkey,  Simpson,  Smith,  Stone, 
Walthall,  Warren,  Wayne,  Wilkinson,  and 
Yazoo  Counties;  in  Alabama,  services 
Baldwin,  Barbour,  Bullock,  Butler,  Choctaw, 
Clarice,  Coffee,  Conecnih,  Covington, 
Crenshaw,  Dale.  Dallas,  Escambia,  Geneva, 
Henry,  Houston,  Lowndes,  Macon,  Marengo, 
Mobile,  Monroe,  Montgomery,  Pike,  Russell, 
Washington,  and  Wilcox  Counties;  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  the  counties  of  Bay,  Calhoun, 
Excambia,  Franklin,  Gulf,  Holmes,  Jackson, 
Liberty,  Okaloosa,  Santa  Rosa,  Walton,  and 
Washington. 

Region  16.  Forth  Worth,  Texas.  Services 
Oklahoma  and  the  following  counties  in 
Texas:  Anderson,  Andrews,  Angelina, 

Archer,  Annstrong,  Bailey.  Baylor,  Bell, 
Bordon,  Bosque,  Bowie,  Brewster,  Briscoe, 
Brown,  Burnet,  Callahan,  Camp,  Carson, 

Cass,  Castro,  Cherokee,  Childress,  Clay, 
Cochran,  Coke,  Coleman,  Collin, 
Collingsworth.  Comanche.  Concho,  Cooke, 
Coryell,  Cottle,  Crane.  Crockett  Crosby. 
Dallam,  Dallas,  Dawson,  Deaf  Smith,  Delta, 
Denton,  Dickens.  Donley,  Eastland,  Ector, 
Ellis,  Erath,  Fails,  Fannin,  Fisher,  Floyd, 

Foard.  Franklin,  Freestone,  Gaines,  Garza, 
Glasscock,  Gray,  Grayson,  Gregg.  Hale,  Hall, 
Hamilton,  Hansford,  Hardeman,  Harrison, 
Hartley,  Haskell,  Hemphill,  Henderson,  HiU, 
Hockley,  Hood,  Hopkins,  Houston,  Howard, 
Hunt,  Hutchinson,  Irion,  Jack,  Jeff  Davis, 
Johnson,  Jones,  Kaufinan,  Kent,  Kimple,  King, 
Knox,  Lamara  Lamb,  Lampasas,  Leon, 
Limestone,  Lipscomb,  Llano,  Loving. 

Lubbock,  Lynn,  Madison,  Marion,  Martin, 
Mason,  McCulloch,  McLennan,  Menard, 
Midland.  Milam,  Mills,  Mitchell.  Montague. 
Moore,  Morris,  Motley,  Nacogdoches, 
Navarro,  Nolan,  Ochiltree,  Oldham,  Palo 
Pinto,  Panola,  Paricer,  Parmer,  Pecos,  Potter. 
Presidio,  Rains,  RandaU,  Reagan,  Red  River, 
Reeves,  Roberts.  Robertson,  Rockwall 
Runnels,  Rusk,  Sabine,  San  Augustine,  San 
Saba.  Schleicher.  Scuny,  Scha^elford, 
Shelby,  Sherman.  Smit^  Somervell,  Stephens, 
Steriing,  Stonewall  Sutton,  Swisher,  Tarrant 
Taylor,  Terrell.  Terry,  Throckmortion,  Titus, 
Tom  Green,  Trinity.  Upshur,  Upton,  Van 
Zandt  Ward,  Wheeler,  Witchita,  Wilbarger, 
Williamson,  Winkler,  Wise,  Wood,  Yoakum, 
and  Young. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Region  17.  Kansas  City,  Kansas.  Services 
Nebraska  and  Kansas  and  the  following 
counties  in  Missouri:  Adair,  Andrew, 
Atchison.  Barry,  Barton.  Bates,  Benton. 

Boone,  Buchanan,  Caldwell  Camden,  Carroll, 
Cass.  Cedar.  Chariton,  Christian.  Clay, 


Clinton,  Cole.  Cooper,  Dade.  Dallas,  Daviess, 
De  Kalb,  Douglas,  Gentry.  Greene,  Grundy, 
Harrison,  Heruy,  Hickory,  Holt  Howard, 
Howell,  Jackson,  Jasper.  Johnson,  Laclede, 
Lafayette,  Lawrence,  Linn,  Livingstone, 
McDonald,  Macon,  Mercer,  Miller,  Moniteau, 
Morgan,  Newton,  Nodaway,  Ozark,  Pettis, 
Platte,  Polk,  Pulaski.  Putnam,  Randolph,  Ray. 
St  Qair,  Slaine,  Schuyler.  Stone.  Sullivan, 
Taney,  Texas,  Vernon,  Webster.  Worth,  and 
Wright 

Region  18.  Miimeapolis.  Minnesota. 

Services  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Miimesota  and  the  following  counties  in 
Iowa:  Adair,  Adams,  Allamakee,  Appanoose, 
Audubon,  Benton.  Black  Hawk,  Boone, 

Bremer.  Buchanan,  Buena  Vista  Butler. 
Calhoun,  Camll  Casa.  Cedar,  Cerro  Gordo. 
Cherokee,  CMckasaw,  Clarke,  Clay.  Clayton, 
Crawford,  Dallas,  Davis,  Decatur.  Delaware. 
Dickinson.  Emmett,  Fayette,  Floyd,  Franklin, 
Fremont  Greene,  Grundy.  Guthrie.  Hamilton, 
Hancock,  Hardin,  Harrison,  Heruy,  Howard, 
Humboldt  Ida,  Iowa,  Jasper.  Jefferson. 
Johnson,  Jones,  Keoki^,  Kossuth.  Liim,  Lucas, 
Lyon,  Madison,  Mahaska,  Marion,  Marshall 
Mills,  Mitchell  Monona,  Monroe, 

Montgomery.  O'Brien,  Osceola,  Page,  Palo 
Alton,  Rymouth,  Pocahontas,  Polk, 
Pottawattamie.  Poweshiek,  Ringgold,  Sac, 
Shelby,  Sioux,  Story,  Tama,  Taylor,  Union, 
Van  Buren,  Wapello,  Warren,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Webster.  Wiimebago,  Wirmeshiek, 
Woi^bury,  Worth,  and  Wri^t  and  the 
following  counties  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin: 
Ashland,  Barron,  Bayfield,  Buffalo,  Burnett 
Chippewa,  Clark.  Douglas,  Duim.  Eau  Claire, 
Iron,  Jackson,  Pepiit  Pierce,  Polk,  Price.  Rusk, 
St  Croix,  Sawyer,  Taylor,  Trempealeau;  aiul 
Washburn. 

Region  19.  Seattle,  Washington.  Services 
Alaska,  Montana.  Idaho,  and  all  counties  in 
Washington  except  Clark. 

Subregion  36.  Portland,  Oregon.  Services 
Oregon  and  Claric  County  in  Washington. 

Pe^ns  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  Anchorage.  Alaska. 

Region  20.  San  Francisco.  California. 
Services  the  following  counties  in  California: 
Butte,  Colusa,  Del  Norte,  Glenn,  Humboldt 
Lake,  Lasson,  Marin,  Mendocino,  Modoc, 
Napa,  Nevada,  Placer,  niunas,  Sacramento, 
San  Francisco.  San  Mateo.  Shasta.  Sierra, 
Siskiyou.  Solano,  Sonoma,  Sutter,  Tehama. 
Trinity,  Yolo,  and  Yuba. 

Subregion  37.  Honolulu,  Hawaii.  Services 
Hawaii. 

Region  21.  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Services  the  following  counties  in  California: 
Imperial.  Orange,  Riverside,  and  San  Diego, 
and  that  portion  of  Los  Angeles  County  lying 
east  of  Harbor  Freeway  and  south  of 
Pasadena  Freeway  (Arroyo  Boulevard,  U.S. 
Highway  eej. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  San  Diego, 
California. 

Region  22.  Newark,  New  Jersey.  In  New 
Jersey,  services  Bergen,  Essex,  HudsrHi, 
Hunterdon,  Mercer.  Middlesex,  Monmouth,' 
Morris,  Passaic,  Somerset  Sussex,  Union, 
and  Warren  Counties. 

Region  23.  Houston,  Texas.  In  Texas, 
services  Aransas,  Atascosa,  Austiit  Bandera, 
Bastrop,  Bee,  Bexar.  Nanco,  Kazoria,  Brazos, 


Brooks.  Burleson,  Caldwell,  Calhoun, 

Cameron,  Chambers,  Colorado,  Comal  De 
Witt,  Dimmit  Duval  Edwards,  Fayette,  Fort 
Bend,  Frio,  Galveston,  Gillespie,  Goliad, 
Gonzales,  Grimes.  Guadalupe,  Hardin, 

Harris.  Hays.  Hidalgo,  Jackron,  Jasper, 
Jefferson,  Jim  Ho^,  Jim  Wells,  Karnes, 
Kendall,  Kenedy.  Kerr,  Kinney.  Kleberg,  La 
Salle,  Lavaca,  Lee,  Liberty,  Live  Oak, 
McMuUen,  Matagorda,  Maverick,  Medina, 
Montgomery.  Newton,  Nueces,  Orange,  Polk, 
Real  Refugio,  San  Jadnto,  San  Patricio,  Starr, 
Travis,  Tyler,  Uvalde,  Val  Verde,  Victoria, 
Walker,  Waller,  Washington,  Webb, 

Wharton,  Willacy.  Wilson,  2^pata.  and 
Zavala  Counties. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

Region  24.  Hato  Rey,  Puerto  Rico.  Services 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

Region  25.  Indianapolis,  Indiana.  Services' 
Indiana,  with  the  exception  of  Lake.  Claik, 
Dearborn,  and  Floyd  Counties,  and  Daviess 
and  Henderson  Counties  in  Kentucky. 

Region  26.  Memphis,  Tennessee.  Services 
Arkmuas  and  the  following  counties  in 
Tennessee:  Bedford,  Benton,  Cannon,  Carroll, 
Cheathamm,  Chester,  Coffee,  Crocketl 
Davidson,  Decatiu*.  De  Kalab,  Dickson,  Dyer, 
Fayette,  Franklin,  Gibson,  Giles,  Hardeman, 
Hardin,  Haywood,  Henderson,  Henry, 
Hickman,  Houston,  Humphreys,  Lake, 
Lauderdale.  Lawrence,  Lewis,  Lincoln, 
McNairy,  Macon,  Madison,  Marshall  Maury, 
Montgomery,  Moore,  Obion,  Perry. 

Robertson,  Rutherford,  Shelby,  Smith, 

Stewart,  Sumner,  Tipton,  Trousdale.  Wayne, 
Weakley.  Williamson,  and  Wilson;  also 
services  the  following  counties  in  Mississippi: 
Alcorn,  Attala,  Benton,  Bolivar.  Calhoun, 
Carroll  Chickasaw.  Choctaw,  Clay, 

Coahoma,  De  Soto,  Grenada,  Holmes, 
Humphreys,  Itawamba,  Lafayette,  Lee, 

Leflore,  Lowndes,  Marshall,  Monroe, 
Montgomery,  Noxubee,  Oktibbeha,  Panola, 
Pontotoc,  Prentiss,  Quitman,  Sunflower, 
Tallahatchie.  Tate,  Tippah,  Tishomingo, 
Tunica,  Union,  Washini^on,  Webster, 
Winston,  and  Yalobusha. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  offices  in  Little  Rock,  Arkansas,  and 
in  Nashville,  Tennessee. 

Region  27.  Denver,  Colorado.  Services 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  Utah. 

Region  28.  nioenix,  Arizona.  Services 
Arizona  and  New  Mexico,  and  Culberson,  El 
Paso,  and  Hudspeth  Coimties  in  Texas. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  offices  in  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico, 
and  El  Paso.  Texas. 

Region  29.  Brooklyn.  New  Yoric.  In  New 
Yoric,  services  Kings,  Nassau,  Queens, 
Richmond,  and  Suffolk  Counties. 

Region  30.  Milwaukee.  Wisconsin.  In 
Wisconsin,  services  the  following  counties: 
Adams,  Brown,  Calumel  Columbia. 
Crawford.  Dane,  Dodge,  Door,  Florence,  Fond 
du  Lac,  Forest  Grant  (keen.  Green  Lake, 
Iowa,  Jefferson,  Juneau,  Kenosha,  Kewaunee. 
La  Crosse.  Lafayette.  Langlade,.  Lincoln, 
Manitowoc,  Marathon,  Marinette.  Marquette. 
Menominee.  Milwaukee,  Monroe,  Oconto. 
Oneida,  Outagamie,  Ozaukee,  Portage. 
Racine,  Richlud,  Rock,  Sauk,  Shawano, , 
Sheboygan.  Vernon.  Vilas,  Walworth, 
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Washington,  Waukesha,  Waupaca, 
Waushara,  Winnebago,  and  Wood;  in 
Michigan,  services  the  following  counties: 
Alger,  Baraga,  Chippewa,  Delta,  Dickinson, 
G<^ebic,  Houghton,  Iron,  Keweenaw,  Luce, 
Mackinac,  Marquette,  Menominee, 
Ontonagon,  and  Schoolcraft. 

Region  31.  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Services  the  following  counties  in  California: 
Inyo,  Kern,  San  Bernardino,  San  Luis  Obispo, 
Santa  Barbara,  and  Ventura;  that  portion  of 
Los  Angeles  County  lying  west  of  Harbor 
Freeway  and  north  of  Pasadena  Freeway 
(Arroyo  Boulevard,  U.S.  Highway  66);  in 
Nevada,  services  Nye,  Lincoln  and  Clark 
Counties. 

Persons  may  also  obtain  service  at  the 
resident  office  located  in  Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

Region  32.  Oakland,  California.  Services 
the  following  counties  in  California: 

Alameda,  Alpine,  Amador,  Calaveras,  Contra 
Costa,  El  Dorado,  Fresno,  Kings,  Madera, 
Mariposa,  Merced,  Mono,  Monterey,  San 
Benito,  San  Joaquin,  Santa  Clara,  Santa  Cruz, 
Stanislaus,  Tulare,  Tuolumne;  and  the 
following  counties  in  Nevada:  Churchill, 
Douglas,  Elko,  Esmeralda,  Eureka,  Humboldt, 
Lander,  Lyon,  Mineral,  Ormsby,  Pershing, 
Storey,  Washoe,  and  White  Pine. 

Region  33.  Peoria,  Illinois.  In  Illinois, 
services  Boone,  Bureau,  Carroll,  Cass, 
Champaign,  De  Kalb,  De  Witt,  Douglas,  Ford, 
Fulton,  Grundy,  Hancock,  Henderson,  Henry, 
Iroquois,  Jo  Daviess,  Kankakee,  Kendall, 
Knox,  La  Salle,  Lee,  Livingston,  Logan, 
Macon,  Marshall,  Mason,  McDonough, 
McHenry,  McLean,  Menard,  Mercer,  Morgan, 
Moultrie,  Ogle,  Peoria,  Piatt,  Putnam,  Ro<^ 
Island,  Sangamon,  Schuyler,  Stark, 
Stephenson,  Tazewell,  Vermillion,  Warren, 
Whiteside,  Winnebago,  and  Woodford 
Counties;  in  Iowa,  services  Clinton,  Des 
Moines,  Dubuque,  Jackson,  Lee,  Muscatine, 
Scott,  and  Louisa  Counties. 

Dated,  Washington,  D.C.,  June  7, 1979. 

By  direction  of  the  Board. 

George  A.  Leet, 

Associate  Executive  Secretary,  National 
Labor  Relations  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18277  Filed  8-13-79:  8:45  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-335] 

Rorida  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  32  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-67  issued  to 
Florida  Power  &  Light  Company  (the 
licensee),  which  revised  the  license  and 
its  appended  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  St.  Lucie  Plant,  Unit  No. 
1  (the  facility),  located  in  St.  Lucie 
County.  Florida.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 


This  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  incorporate  changes 
resulting  from  Cycle  3  reload  fuel,  and 
deletes  a  license  requirement  for 
neutron  shielding  which  has  been 
satisfactorily  completed. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  November  9. 1978  and 
February  22, 1979,  as  supplemented 
April  30  and  May  1, 10, 18,  22  and  23, 
1979,  (2)  Amendment  No.  32  to  License 
No.  DPR-67,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Indian  River  Junior 
College  Library.  3209  Virginia  Avenue, 
Ft.  Pierce,  Florida.  A  copy  of  items  (2) 
and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  27th  day 
of  May  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Robert  W.  Reid, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18472  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  50-219] 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  ProvWonal 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  35  to  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-16,  issued  to 
Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Company 


(the  licensee),  which  revised  the 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating  . 
Station  (the  facility)  located  in  Ocean 
County,  New  Jersey.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  allows  operation 
with  one  recirculation  loop  out  of 
service  using  the  more  restrictive 
Maximum  Average  Planar  Linear  Heat 
Generation  Rate  (MAPLHGR)  limits 
(originally  authorized  by  Amendment 
No.  30,  dated  March  14. 1978)  with 
values  extended  to  encompass  higher 
exposure  fuel.  In  separate  actions 
relating  to  this  facility,  the  Commission 
is:  (1)  Amending  License  No.  DPR-16  to 
extend  the  appUcability  of  the  minimum 
water  level  safety  limit  to  all  modes  of 
operation,  and  add  a  new  safety  limit  in 
Section  2.1.F  to  require  that  two 
recirculation  loops  remain  open  during 
all  modes  of  operation  except  with  the 
reactor  vessel  head  removed;  and  (2) 
Authorizing  resumption  of  operation 
after  a  May  2, 1979,  traiuient  event 
involving  license  safety  limits. 

The  application  for  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  deter^ned  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  vrith 
issuance  of  this  amendment 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  24. 1979,  and  the 
licensee’s  submittals  dated  April  30. 

May  15  and  17. 1979,  (2)  Amendment  No. 
35  to  License  No.  DPR-16,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  and  the  Commission’s 
separate  actions  described  above  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Dociunent  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Ocean  County  Library.  Brick 
Township  Branch,  401  Chambers  Bridge 
Road,  Brick  Town,  New  Jersey  08723.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  in  addition  to 
the  separate  actions,  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
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Washington,  D.C  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  30th  day 
May,  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Dennis  L  aamanni 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  Z 
Division  of  Curating  Reactors. 

(PR  Doc.  79-1S473  PIM  S-1S-7SC  a4S  «■) 

aaiJNa  cooe  7SS0-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50>21S1 

Jeraey  Central  Power  A  Light  Co.; 
leeuanee  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  36  to  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  Dre-16,  issued  to 
Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Company 
(the  licensee),  which  revised  the 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Oyster  Creek  Nuclear  Generating 
Station  (the  facility)  located  in  Ocean 
County,  New  Jersey.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  modifies  Section 
2.1.D  to  extend  the  applicability  of  the 
minimum  water  level  safety  liidt  to  all 
modes  of  operation,  and  add  a  new 
safety  limit  in  Section  2.1.F  to  require 
that  two  recirculation  loops  rem^  open 
during  all  modes  of  operation  except 
with  the  reactor  vessel  head  removed.  In 
separate  actions  relating  to  this  facility, 
the  Commission  is:  (1)  Amending 
License  No.  DPR-16  to  allow  operation 
with  the  more  restrictive  Maximum 
Average  Planar  Linear  Heat  Generation 
Rate  limits  authorized  by  Amendment 
No.  30,  dated  March  14, 1978,  extended 
to  encompass  higher  exposure  fuel  in  the 
reactor,  and  (2)  Authoriidng  resiunption 
of  operation  after  a  May  2, 1979, 
transient  event  involving  license  safety 
limits. 

The  application  for  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51^d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 


environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  19, 1979,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  36  to  License  No.  DHl- 
16,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Valuation.  All  of  these  items 
and  the  Commission’s  separate  actions 
described  above  are  avaUable  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C,  and  at  the  Ocean 
County  Library,  Mck  Township  Branch, 
401  Chambers  IMdge  Road,  Brick  Town, 
New  Jersey  06723.  A  copy  of  items  (2) 
and  (3)  in  addition  to  the  separate 
actions  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  30th  day 
of  May  1979. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Deonis  L.  23emann, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  Z 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc  TS-iSO*.  FIM  S-13-7S;  646  ami 
BRJJNQ  coos  TSM-OI-M 


NATKHIAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR79-24] 

Acddwit  RoporL  SafOty 
Racomnwndatlont  and  RasponsM; 
AvailabNHy 

IBghway  Aoddent  Report 

Overturn  of  Rosa  Ambulance  Service 
Ambulance,  State  Route  lid,  Littleton, 
N.H..  August  22, 1978  (NTSB-HAR-79- 
4). — ^The  National  Tranportation  Safety 
Board  on  June  8  released  its  formal 
report  on  the  investigation  of  this 
accident  The  accident  occurred  about 
3:30  p.m.  when  an  ambulance, 
transporting  a  cardiac  patient  to  a 
hospital  and  traveling  at  a  calculated 
spe^  of  90  to  95  mp^  failed  to  negotiate 
a  curve  on  Route  116  east  of  Littleton 
and  rolled  over.  Two  persons  in  the 
ambulance  were  killed  and  the  driver 
was  injured.  The  patient  had  died  before' 
the  accident. 

The  Safety  %>ard  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  this  accident  was  loss 
of  control  of  the  ambulance,  which  had 
oversteer  characteristics,  by  an 
unskilled  driver  at  a  hig^  rate  of  speed. 
Contributing  to  the  cause  of  the  accident 
was  the  driver’s  lack  of  training  in  the 
operation  of  the  ambulance  at  high 
speeds.  The  Board  attributed  the 


34221 


oversteer  characteristic  of  the 
ambulance  to  a  modification  which  had 
changed  it  from  an  all-purpose  vehicle 
by  a  process  whidi  distributed  a 
majority  of  an  additional  1 JI30  pounds 
to  ^e  vehicle’s  rear  axle.  , 

During  the  investigation  of  this 
accidenL  the  Safety  Board  last  February 
1  recommended  that  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 
require  behind-the-wheel  training  in 
hi^-speed  driving  (H-79-1).  NHTSA 
responded  on  April  2,  stati^  that  its 
emergency  vehide  operator’s  course 
expressely  omits  training  in  hi^-speed 
driving  tedmiques  and  that  the  agency 
must  continue  to  emphasize  “the 
importance  of  adhering  to  speed  limits 
instead  of  tadtly  approving  disrespect 
for  these  laws  by  training  die  student  to 
exceed  them.“  (See  44  FR  24568,  April 
26,1979.) 

At  the  condusion  of  the  investigation, 
the  Safety  Board  recommended  that  the 
National  Committee  on  Uniform  Traffic 
Laws  and  Ordinances,  together  with  the 
American  Bar  Assodation,  consider 
writing  more  spedfic  criteria  into  the 
Uniform  Vehicle  Code  provision  for 
emergency  vehides  exceeding  posted 
speed  limits.  Induded  would  be  a 
medical  determination  of  patient 
condition;  operation  of  the  vehide  by  a 
certified  ambulance  driver,  conditions  of 
vehide.  traffic,  roadway,  and  weather; 
and  possible  emergency  speeds  no  more 
than  10  mph  above  posted  limits.  The 
Board  also  urged  NHTSA  and  General 
Services  Adn^stration  actions  to 
improve  emergency  vehide 
crashworthiness  and  retain  original 
vehicle  handling  charaderistics  when 
modifications  are  made.  (See  44  FR 
30179,  May  24, 1979,  for 
recommendations  H-79-27  through  30.) 

Safety  Recommendation  Letters 

Aviation 

A-79-40. — ^During  the  last  5  years,  the 
Safety  Board  issued  seven  safety 
recommendations  (A-74-62  through  64 
and  A-77-5  throu^  8)  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  regarding 
procedures  involving  the  medical 
certification  of  airmen.  These 
recommendations  resulted  from  Board 
review  of  FAA  medical  records  of 
airmen  involved  in  aircraft  acddents 
and  the  discovery  of  irregularities  in 
'  those  records.  The  Board  has  been 
concerned  wiffi  the  frequency  of  diese 
irregularities;  not  only  were  they  nrors 
in  tte  medical  examination  as 
performed  by  the  Aviation  Medical 
Examiner  (AME)  but  also  they  were  not 
detected  by  the  reviewing  authority,  the 
Civil  Aeromedical  Institute. 
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During  recent  Safety  Board 
investigations  of  both  general  aviation 
and  air  carrier  accidents,  the  Board’s 
review  of  the  Airmen  Medical  Records 
revealed  that  discrepancies — 
demonstrating  nonadherence  to  14  CFR 
Part  67  and  lack  of  quality  control  by 
AME’s  and  by  the  Civil  Aero-medical 
Institute— contine  to  persist  despite 
revised  computerized  procedures. 
Because  of  the  Board’s  concern 
regarding  the  continuing  irregularities 
associated  with  airman  medical 
certification,  and  because  the  Civil 
Aeromedical  Institute’s  review  of  the 
medical  certification  process  has  not 
detected  such  irregularities,  the  Safety 
Board  on  June  5  recommended  that  the 
FAA: 

Develop  improved  procedures  to  enhance 
the  quality  control  function  of  the  Civil 
Aeromedical  Institute  with  respect  to  its 
capabilities  for  detecting  physical  disabilities 
in  airmen  and  performance  deficiencies  of 
Aviation  Medical  Examiners.  (Class  II, 

Priority  Action)  (A-79-40) 

A-7IM2  and  43. — ^As  the  basis  for 
issuing  another  recommendation  letter 
to  the  FAA  on  June  8,  the  Safety  Board 
dted  three  accidents,  surrounded  by 
different  circumstances  but  aU  having 
one  element  in  common  with  respect  to 
air  traffic  control  (A’TC)  operational 
control.  'The  accidents  cited  were  these: 

On  June  21, 1978,  North  Central  Airlines 
Flight  57.  a  DC-0-39,  and  N51MW.  a  Cessna 
Citation,  almost  collided  on  runway  13  at 
LaGuardia  Airport.  Flushing,  N.Y.  North 
Central  57  was  cleared  by  Ae  tower  ground 
controller  to  taxi  on  the  runway  and  N51MW 
was  cleared  by  the  tower  local  controller  for 
takeoff  on  the  same  runway. 

On  February  15. 1979,  Delta  Air  Lines  Flight 
349,  a  Boeing  727-200,  and  Flying  Tiger  Lines 
Fli^t  74,  a  Boeing  747-100,  almost  collided 
on  runway  9  ri^t  at  O’Hare  International 
Airport,  C^cagO,  BL  Delta  349  was  cleared 
by  the  ground  controller  to  cross  the  runway 
at  the  runway  14  right  parallel  taxiway 
intersection  while  Rying  Tiger  74  was 
landing  on  runway  9  right  after  receiving  a 
landing  clearance  from  the  local  controller. 
Flying  Tiger  74  was  substantially  damaged 
when  the  pilot  veered  off  the  runway. 

On  February  24. 1979,  a  Federal  Express, 
Falcon  Fan  Jet  and  a  Ckeat  Western 
Beechcraft  Model  18  collided  on  runway  9  at 
Memphis  International  Airport  Memphis. 
Tenn.  The  Beechcraft  had  landed  on  runway 
35R  and  the  fli^t  was  cleared  by  the  ground 
controller  to  taxi  across  runway  9.  The 
Falcon  Jet  had  been  cleared  to  land  on 
runway  6.  The  planes  collided  as  the 
Beedioaft  taxied  across  the  runway.  Both 
aircraft  were  damaged,  but  cm  one  was 
injured. 

In  each  case  one  airplane  was 
controlled  by  the  ground  controller  and 
die  odier  airplane  was  controlled  by  the 
local  controller.  In  two  the  these  cases. 


the  ground  controller  and  local 
controller  failed  to  effect  the  required 
coordination.  In  the  third  case  no  oral 
coordination  was  required;  a  local 
facility  directive  allowed  the  ground 
controller  to  clear  aircraft  across  and 
active  runway  when  the  airport  surface 
detection  equipment  and  Brite  radar 
displays  were  operating,  and  radar 
observations  by  the  ground  controller 
revealed  that  no  traffic  conflict  existed. 

In  all  three  of  these  mishaps,  ATC  had 
authorized  the  pilot  to  taxi  on  or  across 
an  active  runway.  In  two  of  them,  the 
reported  visibility  at  the  airport  was 
more  than  adequate  to  enable  the 
ground  controller  to  maintain  visual 
surveillance  of  his  traffic,  although 
hours  of  darkeness  prevailed.  In  the 
other  occurrence,  reported  visibility  was 
Vi  to  1  mile  in  dayli^t  conditions. 

Under  the  circumstances,  each  ground 
controller  had  the  ability  to  maintain 
surveillance  of  those  aircraft  involved. 
However,  inadequate  visual  serveillance 
of  ground  traffic  movement  appears  to 
be  a  factor  in  two  of  the  three  mishaps. 

Other  findings  of  these  investigations 
revealed  that  the  pilots’  visual 
surveillance  while  taxiing  on  the  airport 
surfaces  may  have  been  lax.  like  the 
controller,  the  pilot  has  responsibility  to 
maintain  visual  surveillance  outside  the 
cockpit 

Although  the  Board  is  not  able  to 
identify  specific  changes  in  ATC 
procedures  or  equipment  to  resolve  the 
problems  evident  in  the  Chicago  and 
Memphis  accidents,  the  seriousness  and 
complexity  of  the  problem  warrant  a 
safety  study  to  examine  all  aspects  of 
the  runway  incursion  problem  and  to 
identify  the  corrective  action  needed. 
Accordingly,  the  Safety  Board 
recommends  that  FAA: 

Conduct  a  directed  safety  study,  on  a 
priority  basis,  to  examine  the  runway 
incursion  problem  and  to  formulate 
recommended  remedial  action  to  reduce  the 
likelihood  of  such  hazardous  conflicts.  (A-79- 
42) 

Alert  all  controller/pilot  personnel  that 
runway  incursion  mishaps  represent  a 
serious  safety  problem  which  requires  their 
immediate  attention.  Special  emphasis  should 
be  placed  on  the  need  for  both  groups  to 
maintain  greater  visual  surveillance  in  those 
taxi  operations  involving  any  runway 
crossing.  (A-7B-43) 

Both  recommendations  are  designated 
“Class  n,”  priority  action  request^  ^ 

A-79-44. — The  Safety  BoaM  has 
studied  statistically  its  data  files  of 
17,312  accidents  t^ch  occurred  firom 
1972  to  1976  and  involved  li^L  single¬ 
engine,  fixed-wing  aircraft  (single¬ 
engine  aircraft).  Ab  shown  in  the  Board’s 
soon-to-be  released  special  study 


“Single-Engine,  Fixed-Wing  General 
Aviation  Accidents.  1972-1976,"  single¬ 
engine  aircraft  accounted  for 
approximately  72  percent  of  all  general 
aviation  flying  hours  fiom  1972  to  1976, 
about  81  percent  of  the  accidents,  76 
percent  of  the  fatal  accidents,  and  69 
percent  of  the  fatalities.  Clearly,  single¬ 
engine  aircraft  accidents  are  the  most 
significant  segment  of  general  aviation 
in  terms  of  activity  and  loss. 

Contingency  table  analyses  were  used 
to  ascertain  the  role  of  the  aircraft,  the 
piloL  and  the  environment  in  single¬ 
engine  aircraft  accidents.  All  sin^e- 
engine  aircraft  makes  and  models  with 
more  than  500  active  aircraft  in  1976 
were  included  in  the  study,  excluding 
those  aircraft  specifically  designed  and 
produced  for  aerial  application  flying. 
This  resulted  in  the  indusion  of  33 
aircraft  makes  and  models  in  the  study. 

Based  on  the  results  of  this  study,  the 
Safety  Board  on  June  5  reconunended 
that  FAA: 

Generate,  throu^  a  stratified  sampling  of 
general  aviation  pilots,  the  date,  duration, 
aircraft  make  and  modeL  the  geographical 
location  of  the  fli^t,  and  the  flight  time  in 
IFR.  high  density  altitude,  and  wind 
conditions,  all  on  a  per  flight  basis;  the  data 
collected  should  indude  &e  pilot’s  total  time, 
time  in  each  type  aircraft  flown,  age, 
occupation,  certificate,  and  medical  waivers. 
(Class  n,  Primity  Action)  (A-79^) 

A-79~45  and  46. — On  June  4  the  Safety 
Board  by  recommendation  letter 
confirmed  and  amplified  the  data  given 
during  a  telephone  recommendation  on 
June  2  when  the  Board’s  Director, 

Bureau  of  Technology,  contacted  FAA's 
Associate  Administrator  for  Aviation 
Standards.  The  Board  recommended 
urgent  actions  regarding  further 
inspection  of  DC-10  aircraft  as  a  result 
of  die  then  most  recent  findings  of  the 
Board’s  investigation  of  the  American 
Airiines  DC-10,  NllOAA,  accident  on 
May  25  at  Chicago’s  O’Hare 
International  Airport 

While  complying  with  FAA’s  initial 
Airworthiness  Dir^tive  requiring 
inspection  of  die  engine  pylon  mounting 
structure  of  De-Id’s,  American  found 
two  of  their  aircraft,  N106AA  and 
N119AA  with  damage  to  the  pylon  aft 
bulkhead  (the  structural  element 
containing  the  spherical  bearing  which 
carries  the  aft  attachment  of  the  pylon  to 
a  mating  clevis  on  the  wing  structure). 
’This  fitOog  provides  the  major  reaction 
to  vertical  and  side  loads  imposed  on 
the  pylon.  *1116  aft  bulkhead  fitthig  has  a 
continuous  flange  on  the  forward  side  to 
which  the  main  pylon,  structure  is 
attadied.  Hie  damage  observed  on  both 
N106AA  and  N119AA  was  a  crack  in  the 
center  of  the  horizrmtal  upper  flange 
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directly  beneath  the  attachment  bearing. 
The  crack  on  N106AA  was  reportedly  2 
inches  long  and  the  crack  on  N119AA 
was  report^y  5  inches  long. 
Investi^tion  disclosed  that  apparently 
the  crack  in  N106AA  was  caus^  by 
physical  impact  which  likely  occurred 
when  the  pylon  was  install^  during 
previous  maintenance.  American  had 
begun  a  program  last  fall  to  comply  with 
Douglas  Atoaft  Co.  Service  Bulletins 
54-48  and  54-59  when  the  aircraft  were 
imdergoing  periodic  checks  at  their 
maintenance  facility  in  Tulsa.  Okla.  This 
maintenance  was  performed  on  N106AA 
on  December  7, 1978,  and  on  N119AA  on 
Mardi  19, 1979. 

Compliance  with  these  Service  ' 
Bulletins  requires  that  the  pylon  be 
lowered  from  the  wing  structure  for 
installation  of  new  bearings  in  the 
forward  and  aft  bulkhead  fittings. 
American  Airline’s  procedures  for 
removing  and  reinstalling  the  pylon 
consisted  of  lowering  and  raising  the 
pylon  with  the  engine  still  attached,  by 
supporting  the  entire  assembly  by  a 
foiklifl  placed  under  the  engine.  Board 
personnel  who  observed  this  procedure 
noted  that  the  forklift  operator  had 
limited  control  in  the  precise  placement 
of  the  aft  bulkhead  fitting  into  the  wing- 
moimted  clevis  during  reinstallation  of 
the  pylon.  Vertical  misalignment  of  a 
fraction  of  an  inch  can  result  in  the 
pylon  aft  bulkhead  upper  horizontal 
flange  assembly  striking  the  forward  ear 
of  the  wing-mounted  clevis,  causing  the 
flange  to  crack.  The  Board  believes  that 
this  occurred  on  both  N106AA  and 
N119AA.  The  installation  geometry  of 
the  pylon  aft  bulkhead  and  the  lower 
wing  structure  is  such  that  an  inspector 
cannot  observe  the  cracked  area  easily. 
Thus,  any  damage  which  has  occurred 
as  a  residt  of  the  installation  procedure 
is  likely  to  be  imdetected. 

While  investigation  of  the  accident 
involving  NllOAA  is  continuing, 
preliminary  evidence  indicates  that  the 
forward  flange  on  the  No.  1  pylon  aft 
bulkhead  fitting  had  failed  completely. 
Metallurgical  examination  disclosed 
that  there  was  a  preexisting  crack  about 
10  inches  long  in  the  same  area  where 
cracks  were  evident  on  the  other  two 
aircraft  NllOAA  had  been  subjected  to 
the  engine  removal  and  reinstallation 
procedure  on  March  30  and  had  accrued 
430  flight  hours  since  that  time. 

Although  the  Douglas  Service  Bulletin 
specifies  removal  of  the  engine  before 
removal  and  reinstallation  of  the  pylon 
to  wing  attachment  fittings,  the  Safety 
Board  is  aware  that  several  operators 
are  using  the  same  procedure  as 
American  Airlines.  The  Safety  Board  is 
particularly  concerned  that  other 


aircraft  in  the  DC-10  fleet  may  have 
been  damaged  and  that  additional 
aircraft  will  be  damaged  as  a  result  of 
actions  which  are  presently  being 
undertaken  to  correct  deficiencies 
imcovered  during  the  latest  required 
inspectimis.  The  Safety  Board,  therefore, 
believes  that  urgent  actions  are  required 
to  prevent  such  damage  firom  resulting  in 
an  accident  and  reconunends  that  FAA: 

Issue  a  telegraphic  Airworthiness  Directive 
to  require  an  inunediete  inspection  of  all  DC- 
10  aircraft  in  which  an  engine  pylon  assembly 
has  been  removed  and  reinstalled  for  damage 
to  the  wing-mounted  pylon  aft  bulkhead, 
including  its  forward  flange  and  the  attaching 
spar  web  and  fasteners.  R^uire  removal  of 
any  sealant  whidi  may  hide  a  crack  in  the 
flange  area  and  employ  eddy-current  or  other 
approved  techniques  to  ensure  detection  of 
such  damage.  (A-79-45) 

Issue  a  Maintenance  Alert  Bulletin 
directing  FAA  Maintenance  Inspectors  to 
contact  their  assigned  carriers  and  advise 
them  to  immediately  discontinue  the  practice 
of  lowering  and  raising  the  pylon  with  the 
engine  still  attached.  Carriers  should  adhere 
to  the  procedure  recommended  by  the 
Douglas  Aircraft  Company  Service  Bulletin 
whi^  include  removing  the  engine  from  the 
pylon  before  removing  the  pylon  from  the 
wing.  (A-79-46) 

Highway 

H~79-33  through  35. — ^Three  more 
“Class  I,  Urgent  Action” 
recommendations  were  issued  by  the 
Safety  Board  last  week — these,  on  June 
7  after  investigating  a  series  of  multiple- 
vehicle  collisions  which  occurred  on . 
Interstate  75  near  Charleston,  Tenn., 
early  last  November.  The  collisions 
occurred  under  reduced  visibility 
conditions  primarily  due  to  fog. 

On  November  5  at  8:45  ajn.,  the  first 
of  the  series  of  collisions  occurred.  State 
police  reported  61  vehicles  were 
involved;  three  were  tractor-semitrailer 
units.  An  estimated  15  other  vehicles 
were  involved  but  left  the  scene  before 
being  recorded  by  investigating 
personnel.  That  morning,  the  ambient 
temperature  was  45*  F,  the  air  was  calm, 
and  it  was  clear  and  sunny.  A  local 
resident  reported  that  the  fog  began  to 
form  at  about  8  a.ni.  By  8:45  a.m.  the  fog 
had  intensified  and  visibility  was 
effectively  reduced  to  zero.  The  fog 
covered  a  2-mile  section  of  1-75 
immediately  south  of  the  Hiwassee 
River.  Other  sections  of  1-75  were  clear 
and  visibility  was  good. 

Just  before  the  fint  accident,  a 
Tennessee  Highway  Patrol  trooper  was 
patrolling  nordibound  on  1-75  in  the 
vicinity  of  milematker  28.  As  the  trooper 
entered  the  fog  area,  he  heard  the 
sounds  of  the  first  accident  in  the 
southbound  lane.  Crossing  to  the  site  of 
the  collision,  he  heard  sounds  of  other 


collisions  occurring  in  both  the 
northbound  and  southbound  lanes.  He 
immediately  radioed  for  assistance  and 
recommended  closing  1-75.  He  set  flares 
and  administered  first  aid.  There  were 
16  accidents  in  all,  12  in  the  southbound 
lanes  and  4  in  the  northbound  lane.  The 
first  accident  occurred  at  about  8:45  a.m. 
and  the  last  at  9:30  a.m.  1-75  was  closed 
to  southbound  traffic  at  9:15  and  closed 
to  northbound  traffic  sometime  later.  All 
traffic  was  detoured  to  State  Route  11 
which  had  clear  visibility.  When  the  fog 
cleared  at  2:30  p.mM  1-75  was  reopened. 
No  one  was  killed  in  this  series  of 
accidents,  but  46  persons  were  injured. 

On  Sunday,  ^ril  15, 1979,  at  7:45 
a.m.,  another  fog-related  accident 
occurred  at  the  same  location.  Eighteen 
vehicles  were  involved,  four  in  the 
northbound  lanes  and  14  in  the 
southbound  lanes.  Three  persons  were 
killed  and  14  persons  were  injured.  This 
accident  is  still  being  investigated. 

1-75  in  the  area  is  a  four-lane,  divided, 
limited-access,  asphalt-surfaced 
highway.  Pavement  markings  were  in 
good  condition  and  roadway  delineators 
were  spaced  at  intervals  of  200  feet  on 
the  right  side  of  the  road.  The  speed 
limit  was  posted  at  55  mph  with  a 
minimum  speed  limit  of  40  mph. 
Permanent  fog  warning  signs  were 
posted  at  milemarker  28  northbound  and 
at  milemaricer  42  southbound.  Both  signs 
read  “Extreme  Dense  Fog  Area  Next  5 
Miles.”  At  milemarker  29  northbound 
and  41  southbound  additional  warning 
signs  were  posted  which  read  “Fog  Area 
Next  4  Miles.” 

Four  previous  multiple-vehicle 
accidents  in  reduced  visibility 
conditions  have  occurred  at  this 
location,  two  in  1974,  one  in  1976,  and 
one  in  1977.  All  four  accidents  happened 
between  7*.20  a.m.  and  11  a.m.  on  a 
Friday  or  Saturday. 

In  view  of  these  findings,  the  Safety 
Board  recommends  that  the  Tennessee 
State  Department  of  Safety: 

Develop  and  implement  a  standing  adverse 
weather  and  road  conditicm  plan  that  will 
include  (1)  a  procedure  for  alerting  public 
safety  officials  and  the  driving  public  of  fog 
conditions  through  hazardous  driving 
advisories  on  ra^o  and  television,  (2)  a 
procedure  for  the  strategic  and  timely 
deploymmit  of  patrol  units  to  affected  areas, 
(3)  critola  for  the  rapid  closing  of  affected 
sections  of  highway  and  the  rerouting  of 
traffic,  (4)  mutual  assistance  compacts  with 
local  government  entities  for  emergency  aid, 
and  (5)  methods  for  the  safe  evacuation  of 
vehides  trapped  on  affected  sections  of  the 
highway.  (H-79-33) 

Determine  the  feasibility  of  installing  an 
available  fog  detection  aid  warning  system 
at  the  Interstate  75  crossing  of  the  Hiwassee 
River  near  Charleston,  Tenn.  (H-79-34) 
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Until  such  time  as  an  automatic  fog 
detection  and  warning  device  is  installed, 
provide  more  frequent  patrols  on  the  affected 
section  of  Interstate  75  when  fog  is  forecast 
so  that  the  earliest  practical  warning  may  be 
available.  (H-79-35) 

Marine 

M-69-56  through  58. — Last  December 
29  the  outbound  Liberian  bulk  carrier 
M/V  WORLD  NOBILITY  and  the 
inbound  Liberian  ore/bulk/oil  carrier  S/ 
S  PENNSYLVANIA  GETTY  coUided  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  about 
15  nmi  east  of  Norfolk,  Va.  The  bow  of 
the  PENNSYLVANIA  GETTY 
penetrated  the  No.  1  cargo  hold  on  the 
forward  port  side  of  the  WORLD 
NOBILTIT.  No  deaths  or  injuries 
resulted  from  the  accident;  however,  the 
vessels  sustained  an  estimated  $3. 
million  damage. 

Maneuvering  a  vessel  in  coastal 
waters  requires  the  continuous 
collection,  coordination,  and  evaluation 
of  information.  Vessel  speed,  course, 
position,  and  proximity  to  other  vessels 
or  obstructions  are  the  critical 
information  elements  that  a  master  must 
obtain  to  safely  navigate  his  vessel.  The 
Safety  Board’s  analysis  of  this  accident 
determined  that  although  both  vessels 
were  adequately  equipped  to  obtain  the 
necessary  information,  neither  vessel’s 
navigation  watch  was  sufficiently 
manned  to  fully  use  such  data.  This 
accident  illustrates  the  need  for 
mandatory  regulations  or  standards  that 
require  specific  manning  levels  for 
vessel  navigation  watches  for  various 
conditions  regarding  vessel  location, 
traffic  density,  personnel  qualifications, 
equipment  limitations,  and  visibility. 
Accordingly,  the  Safety  Board  on  June  8 
recommended  that  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard: 

Develop  navigation  watchkeeping 
standards  which  quantify  the  minimum 
manning  level  ne^ed  for  large  oceangoing 
vessels  to  safely  navigate  within  U.S.  ports 
and  their  approaches,  and  amend  the 
Navigation  ^fety  Regulatioru  (33  CFR  Part 
IM)  to  incorporate  these  standards.  (M-79- 
56) 

Study  the  feasibility  of  relocating  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  pilotage  area  so  that  vessels 
are  not  forced  to  traiuit  areas  of  converging 
traffic  without  pilots  on  board.  (M-79-57) 

Reevaluate  the  proposed  level  of  vessel 
traffic  service  in  the  Chesapeake  Bay.  and 
determine  if  an  active,  marmed  system  is 
more  appropriate  because  of  the  increased 
traffic  deiuity  and  the  traiuit  of  vessels 
traiuporting  liquefied  natural  gas  and  other 
hazardous  cargoes.  (M-79-58) 

Each  of  the  above  recommendations  is 
designated  “Class  0,  Priority  Action.” 
The  Safety  Board’s  formal  report  on  the 
investigation  of  this  accident  is  now 


being  processed  for  distribution  and 
copies  will  be  available  in  the  near 
future. 

Responses  to  Safety  Rerammendatums 

Aviation 

A-72-171. 173, 174. 175. 176. 180,  181, 
and  186. — ^l%e  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  on  May  29  advised  the 
Safety  Board  of  actions  taken  with 
respect  to  these  reconunendations, 
issued  in  conjunction  with  the  Board’s 
1972  special  study,  “Air  Taxi  Safety.” 

Recommendation  A-72-171  asked 
FAA  to  expedite  redrafting  of  14  CFR 
Part  135  in  its  entirety,  recognizing  that 
commuter  air  carrier  operators  are 
separate  entities  from  the  smaller  air 
taxi  charter  operators.  FAA  reports  that 
Regulatory  Review  Program.  “Air  Taxi 
Operators  and  Commercial  Operators,” 
Amendments  121-147, 127-35  and 
Review  of  Part  135,  effective  December 
1. 1978,  issued  last  September  26  (copy 
attached  to  FAA’s  letter).  FAA  notes 
that  the  introductory  material  contained 
in  pages  46742  through  46744  of  this 
document  explains  rationale  for 
regulatory  actions  affecting  conunuter 
air  carrier  operators  and  on-demand  air 
taxi  operators. 

With  reference  to  A-72-173,  which 
recommended  expediting  proposed 
programs  to  assure  the  financial  ability 
of  each  commuter  air  carrier  and  air  taxi 
operator  holding  interline  agreements  to 
conduct  safe  operation.  FAA  says  that 
proposed  §  135.37,  “Periodic  Financial 
Status  Review,”  was  withdrawn  since 
the  more  than  80  commenters  on  this 
proposal  were  almost  unanimously 
opposed.  FAA  has  general  surveillance 
and  investigative  authority  under  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  and  may  secure 
access  to  any  records  (including 
financial  records)  of  an  operator  when 
necessary  to  carry  out  its  safety 
responsibilities.  FAA  determines  that 
this  specific  rule  is  not  required  to 
insure  safe  air  taxi  and  commuter 
operations. 

Recommendation  A-72-174  called  for 
amendment  to  Part  135  to  include 
qualification  requirements  applicable  to 
the  Director  of  Operations.  CMef  Pilot, 
Director  of  Maintenance,  and  Chief 
Inspector  in  all  commuter  air  carrier 
operations.  FAA  notes  that  §  135.37 
specifies  the  requirements  for  Director 
of  Operations,  Chief  Pilot,  and  Director 
of  Maintenance,  and  §  135.39  lists 
qualification  requirements  for 
management  personnel.  FAA  does  not 
believe  that  a  requirement  for  Chief 
Inspector  in  all  operations  is  necessary 
or  would  be  productive  because  of  the 
extreme  variation  in  size  and 


complexity  of  operations  conducted 
under  Part  135.  As  a  basic  requirement, 
Director  of  Maintenance  assures  a 
supervisory  level  of  responsibility  for 
maintenance.  The  FAA  district  office 
approves  the  maintenance  system  since 
they  are  familiar  with  the  scope  of  the 
certificate  holders’  operations.  Before 
approvaL  an  evaluation  is  made  to 
determine  if  safe  operations  can  be 
conducted.  FAA  says  that  this  system 
provides  for  necessary  flexibility  within 
each  certificate  holder’s  maintenance 
organization  while  assuring  an 
equivalent  level  of  safety. 

Concerning  A-72-175,  calling  for 
amendment  of  Part  135  to  provide  that  a 
qualified  individual  be  delegated  by 
each  commuter  air  carrier  to  act  in  the 
capacity  of  safety  officer  and  to  monitor, 
all  safety  aspects  of  the  overall  flight 
and  maintenance  operations,  FAA  says 
that  a  separate  position  of  safety  officer 
was  not  proposed.  FAA  believes  that 
the  requirements  for  management 
personnel  (§  137.37),  their  qualifications, 
(S  135.39),  and  their  duties  and 
responsibilities  as  specified  in  the 
manual  required  by  §  135.23  preclude  a 
specific  requirement  for  a  safety  officer. 

Recommendation  A-72-176  asked 
FAA  to  amend  Part  135  to  require  that 
the  pilot-in-command  in  air  taxi 
commuter  air  carrier  operations  hold  a 
current  airline  transport  pilot  rating. 
FAA  notes  that  §  135.243  specifies  that 
no  certificate  holder  may  use  a  person, 
nor  may  any  person  serve,  as  pilot-in- 
command  in  passenger-carrying 
operations  of  a  turbojet  airplane  having 
a  passenger  seating  configuration, 
excluding  any  pilot  seat,  of  10  seats  or 
more,  or  a  multiengine  airplane  being 
operated  by  a  commuter  air  carrier, 
unless  that  person  holds  an  airline 
transport  pilot  certificate  with 
appropriate  category  and  class  ratings 
and,  if  required,  an  appropriate  type 
rating  for  that  airplane.  — 

Amendment  of  S§  135.75  tuid  135.99  to 
clarify  operating  conditions  and 
limitations  for  instrument  flight  rules 
(IFR)  and  visual  fli^t  rules  (VFR)  over- 
the-top  carrying  passengers  was 
recommended  by  A-72-180.  FAA  says 
that  S  135.181  contains  performance 
requirements  for  aircraft  operated  over- 
the-top  or  in  IFR  conditioiu.  FAA 
deleted  S  135.75,  Exception  to  second  in 
command  requirements:  Limited  IFR 
conditions;  $  135.163,  Exception  to 
second  in  command  requirements:  IFR 
operations,  is  now  applicable.  FAA 
renumbered  §  135.99,  VFR  over-the-top 
carrying  passengers:  operating 
limitations,  as  {  135.211.  No  change  in 
content  was  made. 
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Coast  Guard  is  accomplishing  the 
following: 


In  answer  to  A-72-181,  recommending 
amendment  of  $  135.143  to  include  a 
minimum  equipment  list  to  include 
procedures  for  continuing  flight  with 
inoperative  equipment  beyond  terminal 
point,  FAA  states  that  §  135.179, 
Inoperable  instruments  and  equipment 
for  multiengine  aircraft,  contains  the 
requirements  for  the  use  of  an  approved 
minimiun  equipment  list. 

Recommendation  A-72-186  called  for 
establishment  of  a  standard  program  of 
utilizing  manufacturers’  recommended 
overhaul  and  inspection  times  on 
aircraft  components,  and  powerplants 
and  propellers.  FAA  states  that  Subpart 
J,  Maintenance,  Preventive 
Maintenance,  and  Alterations,  provides 
for  levels  of  inspection  and  maintenance 
requirements  which  consider  aircraft 
complexity  and  seating  capacity. 
Manufactuers’  recommendations,  as 
specifically  applicable,  are  an  integral 
part  of  this  system. 

Marine 

M-78-63  through  ea— The  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  on  May  22  responded  to 
recommendations  issued  last  September 
22  following  investigation  of  the  sinking 
of  the  M/V  CHESTER  A.  POLING  near 
Cape  Ann,  Mass.,  on  January  10, 1977. 
(See  43  FR  47017,  October  12, 1978.) 

In  response  to  M-78-63,  which  asked 
Coast  Guard  to  require  that  a  loading 
manual  indicating  proper  cargo  and  - 
ballast  loading  arrangements  and 
procedures  be  prepared  for  each  coastal 
tankship.  Coast  Guard  agrees  that 
loading  information  should  be  required 
on  many  coastal  tankships,  but  not 
necessarily  all  vessels,  llie  1968  load 
line  regulations  required  new  ships 
engaged  in  both  coastwise  and 
international  voyages  to  have  loading 
information  as  a  prerequisite  to 
certification.  The  1979  tankship 
regulations  required  all  vessels  300  feet 
in  length  or  longer,  construction  of 
which  began  after  September  5, 1977,  to 
have  loading  information.  According  to 
Coast  Guard,  some  vessels  under  300 
feet  and  some  existing  vessels  over  300 
feet  may  require  loading  information. 
Tankships  (excluding  T-2  tankers) 
longer  than  300  feet  built  before  1977 
and  holding  domestic  load  line 
certificates  have  not  been  required  to 
obtain  loading  manuals.  Coast  Guard 
will  examine  these  vessels  individually 
to  determine  the  need  for  loading 
information. 

Recommendation  M-78-64  asked 
Coast  Guard  to  study  the  feasibility  of 
providing  estimated  hull  stress 
information  based  on  loading  condition, 
sea  state,  and  ship  speed  and  relative 
heading  in  graphical  form  in  coastal 


tankship  loading  manuals.  Coast  Guard 
notes  that  the  feasibility  of  calculating 
hull  stress  with  the  mentioned 
parameters  has  been  established,  and 
indicates  that  the  information  cannot  be 
reduced  to  a  form  suitable  for  inclusion 
in  a  loading  manual.  The  problem  is  that 
loading  methods  deal  with  well  defined 
measurable  values  while  hull  stress 
analysis  deals  with  value  ranges  that 
are  not  readily  measurable.  Adding 
complexity  to  loading  manuals  wiU 
reduce  their  use  and  reliability.  Also 
according  to  Coast  Guard,  due  to  the 
number  and  complexity  of  variables 
involved,  meaningful  hull  stress 
information  cannot  be  presented  in  a 
simplified  loading  manual.  Coast  Guard 
states,  “Any  addition  to  the  current 
loading  manual  would  not  have 
prevented  or  mitigated  the  POLING 
casualty  or  one  similar  to  it." 

Concerning  M-78-65,  which 
recommended  requiring  that  exposure 
suits  be  provided  for  each  crewmember 
on  vessels  that  routinely  operate  in 
areas  of  cold  air  or  sea  temperatures. 
Coast  Guard  reports  publication  of  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  on  June  8, 
1978,  dealing  with  exposure  suits  on 
Great  Lakes  vessels.  Similar 
requirements  are  being  contemplated  for 
vessels  in  all  services  which  routinely 
.operate  in  areas  of  cold  air  and  sea 
temperahues.  The  fractionalized 
approach  is  due  to  attempts  by  the 
Intergovernmental  Maritime 
Consultative  Organization  (IMCO)  to 
adopt  an  international  standard.  Coast 
Guard  is  advancing  many  hypothermia 
protection  concepts  at  IMCO.  Totally 
enclosed  lifeboats  for  all  new  ocean¬ 
going  merchant  vessels  is  one  example. 
Coast  Guard  says  it  will  develop 
unilateral  requirements  for  U.S.  vessels 
should  IMCO  fail  to  adopt  the  Coast 
Guard  proposal. 

Coast  Guard  concurs  with 
recommendation  M-78-66  which  called 
for  at  least  one  inflatable  liferaft  to  be 
stowed  near  each  accomodation  and 
working  space  on  coastal  tankships. 
Coast  Guard  reports  that  a  regulatory 
project  has  been  instituted  to  include 
coastal  tankships  under  the  existing 
regulations  dealing  with  liferaft 
placement  for  widely  separated 
accommodation  and/or  working  spaces 
found  in  46  CFR  33.05. 

With  reference  to  recommendation 
M-78-67,  which  asked  Coast  Guard  to 
develop  an  effective  method  to  insm« 
that  each  merchant  seaman  is  instructed 
and  trained  in  the  proper  use  of 
helicopter-bome  rescue  baskets.  Coast 
Guard  states  that  it  has  neither  the 
funds,  personnel,  or  authority  to 
effectively  train  each  merchant  seaman. 


1.  The  new  edition  of  “Manual  for 
Lifeboatmen.  Able  Seamen,  and  Qualified 
Members  of  the  Engine  Department"  will 
discuss  helicopter  evacuation  and 
instructions  on  the  use  of  rescue  baskets. 

After  publication  in  1979,  examination 
questions  will  be  developed. 

2.  A  standard  hoist  briefing  message  will 
be  included  in  the  Coast  Gu^  addendum  to 
the  National  SAR  Manual 

3.  Publish  information  on  rescue  equipment 
use  in  the  Merchant  Ship  Search  and  Rescue 
Manual. 

4.  Publish  information  on  use  of  rescue 
equipment  in  the  AMVER  Bulletin. 

5.  Review  and  suggest  changes  in  the 
helicopter  evacuation  posters  provided  to  the 
fishing  fieet  by  the  National  Marine  Fishers 
Service. 

6.  Initiate  action  to  place  a  helicopter 
hoisting  placard  on  the  bridge  of  all  inspected 
vessels  100  gross  tons  or  over. 

In  answer  to  M-78-68,  which 
recommended  installation  of  a  placard 
of  simple  user  instructions  suitable  for 
emergency  situations  on  each  Coast 
Guard  helicopter-bome  rescue  basket. 
Coast  Guard  reports  development  of  a 
pictorial  diiiplay  for  attachment  to 
helicopter  rescue  baskets.  Instruction 
will  also  be  included  in  the  Aviation  Life 
Support  Systems  Manual. 

M-79-51. — Letter  dated  May  9  from 
the  International  Association  of  Drilling 
Contractors  informs  the  Safety  Board 
that  this  recommendation  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Association's  Offshore 
Committee  for  discussion  at  the 
Committee’s  next  meeting,  scheduled  for 
mid-June.  The  rrcommendation  asked 
the  Association  to  recommend  that  its 
members  use  private  meteorological 
services  which  provide  the  special 
information  needed  when  engaged  in 
weather-sensitive  operations  and  was 
developed  as  a  resdt  of  the  sinking  of 
the  self-elevating  mobile  offshore 
drilling  unit  OCEAN  EXPRESS  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  April  14, 1976.  (See  44 
FR  24657,  April  26, 1979.) 

M-79-54. — ^Letter  of  May  24  from  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations, 
Department  of  the  Navy,  responds  to  a 
recommendation  issued  following 
investigation  of  the  February  22, 1978, 
collision  of  U.S.  Navy  submarine  tender 
L  Y.  SHEAR  and  Liberian  tanker 
ZEPHYROS  in  die  lower  Mississippi 
River.  The  recommendation  asked  the 
U.S.  Navy  to  review  and  revise  as 
necessary  appropriate  U.S.  Navy 
directives  and  doctrine  applicable  to 
navigation  on  restricted  waterways  to 
ensure  that  Commanding  Officers  of 
'  vessels  are  provide  adequate 
information  and  guidance  regarding  safe 
speeds  and  command  relationships  with 
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commerical  pilots.  (See  44  FR  27511, 

May  10, 1979.) 

Navy  notes  that  the  Intemation 
Regidations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea.  *1972,  and,  in  the  case,  the  Pilot 
Rules  for  Western  Rivers,  set  forth 
ejq)licit  maneuvering  rules  for  ships 
transiting  the  Mississippi  River  and  that 
the  situations  describe  in  this 
recommendation  are  adequately 
covered  by  these  publications.  Also, 
each  Commanding  Officer  receives  an 
extensive  review  of  shiphandling 
techniques  and  Rules  of  the  Road  prior 
to  assuming  command.  Navy  notes  that 
the  accident  was  the  result  of  a 
combination  of  factors  including  speed, 
large  rudder  angle  orders,  and  effect  of 
river  current  and  states  that  the 
relationship  of  the  Commanding  Officer 
and  the  pilot  is  addressed  in  Navy 
Regulations,  1973,  paragraph  0754,  and  is 
quite  clean 

A  pilot  it  merely  an  advisor  to  the 
Commanding  Officer.  His  presence  onboard 
shall  not  relieve  the  Commanding  Officer  or 
any  of  his  subordinates  from  their 
responsibility  for  the  proper  performance  of 
the  duties  with  which  they  may  be  charged 
concerning  the  navigation  and  handling  of  the 
ship. 

Navy  states,  “The  rules  of  safe  navigation 
cannot  overcome  errors  in  shiphandling 
judgment  In  this  case,  the  relationship 
between  the  Commanding  Officer  and  the 
pilot  appeared  to  be  less  than  optimal.  It  is 
doubt^  that  additional  directives  would 
have  prevented  this  accident  Since  there  is 
longstanding  guidance  available  which 
covers  the  safety  recommendation  in  detail, 
additional  action,  other  than  that  taken  in  the 
course  of  the  U.S.  Navy  investigations,  is  not 
deemed  necessary.” 

Railroad 

R-78-54  through  56. — ^The  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  on  May  22 
responded  to  the  Safety  Board’s  March 
29  letter  which  provided  comments  on 
FRA’s  initial  response  of  February  16  (44 
FR  15818,  March  15, 1979.)  The 
recommendations  resulted  from 
investigation  of  the  February  24, 1978, 
autotrain  derailment  on  the  Seaboard 
Coast  Line  Railroad  track  at  Florence, 
S.C. 

Recommendation  R-78-56  asked  FRA 
to  revise  49  CFR  230.213,  Axles,  to 
establish  specifications  for 
manufacturing  and  testing  locomotive 
axles  to  insure  discovery  of  internal 
defects  before  being  placed  in  service. 
Noting  FRA’s  conunents  that  the  low 
failure  rate  of  locomotive  axles  in  1977 
suggests  that  present  requirements  of 
§  230.213  are  adequate,  the  Safety  Board 
pointed  out  that  in  1976  FRA  received 
seven  reports  of  locomotive  axle  failure 
and  in  1975  ten  accidents  were 


attributed  to  broken  or  bent  axles:  no 
differential  is  shown  regarding  car  axles 
or  locomotive  axles.  The  Board  said  that 
these  data  aside,  the  laboratory  analysis 
of  the  subject  failed  axle  disclosed  two 
types  of  voids  and  substandard 
conditioiu  in  yield  strength  and 
tempered  steel.  The  Board  believes  that 
this  analysis  indicates  that  §  230.213 
should  be  revised  to  establish  minimum 
requirements  of  tensile  strength  and 
chemical  elements,  as  well  as  stringent 
inspection  and  testing  procedures  to 
detect  internal  flaws. 

In  respoiue  to  the  Board’s  request  for 
reconsideration  of  recommendation  R- 
78-^,  FRA  notes  that  in  1977  there  were 
approximately  160,000  axles  in  service 
and  these  account  for  only  1.2  percent  (2 
out  of  163)  of  the  accidents  attributed  to 
defective  mechanical  and  electrical 
locomotive  equipment.  FRA  says  that 
because  of  the  low  failure  frequency  of 
the  locomotive  axles,  no  revision  of 
S  230.213  is  necessary  (o  include  a 
requirement  for  the  manufacturing  and 
testing  procedures  of  axles.  Further, 

FRA  notes  current  industry 
requirements  for  locomotive  axles  are 
outlined  in  23  pages  of  the  industry 
manual  covering  the  physical  and 
chemical  requirements  and  specific 
inspection  procedures,  including  the  use 
of  both  magna-glow  and  ultrasonic 
detection  equipment  when  the  axles  are 
accepted. 

With  respect  to  R-7&-85,  which 
concerned  testing  of  in-service 
locomotive  axles,  the  Board  feels  that 
possibly  the  intent  of  this 
recommendation,  as  it  applies  to  “in 
service,’’  has  been  misunderstood.  By 
“in-service”  the  Board  refers  to  those 
occasions  when  axle  assemblies  are 
removed  from  the  locomotive  for  such 
purposes  as  wheel  timiing  and  wheel  or 
traction  motor  changeouts.  It  does  not 
denote  a  condition  of  axle  inspection 
wherein  the  assemblies  are  in  place 
under  the  locomotive.  The  Board 
concurs  with  FRA’s  belief  that 
ultrasonic  testing  is  more  reliable  than 
magnetic  particle  testing.  Thus,  the 
Bo^  perceives  an  irre^arity  in 
inspection  requirements  which  mandate 
ultrasonic  inspection  of  a  newly 
manufactured  axle,  yet  only  require 
magnetic  particle  inspection  of  a 
reconditioned  axle  that  has  been 
exposed  to  stresses  associated  with 
heat,  impact,  and  torque  for  thousands 
of  miles. 

In  answer  to  the  Board’s  comments, 
FRA  notes  that  there  are  approximately 
32,000  locomotives  including  MU 
equipment  with  160,000  axles  in  service: 
an  estimated  one  out  of  every  four  axles 
(40,000)  is  removed  from  service  each 


year.  FRA  says  that  inspection  of  these 
axles,  using  specialized  ultrasonic 
equipment  requiring  hi^y  skilled 
professionals  to  interpret  the  results  at 
the  various  repair  fac^ties  where  woric 
is  perfomed,  would  be  very  burdensome: 
it  takes  a  specialist  in  nondestructive 
testing  to  determine  the  presence  of 
criticd  flaws  in  axles.  Many  axles  have 
inclusions,  most  of  which  are  not  . 
detrimental  to  the  safe  use  of  the  axle, 
according  to  FRA.  The  costs  per 
inspection  would  be  about  per 
inspection  for  the  40,000  axles  removed 
annually  or  $2  million.  FRA  believes 
that  the  expense  for  conducting  such 
extensive  tests  in  view  of  the  extremely 
low  failure  rate  appears  to  be 
unwarranted. 

To  clarify  the  intent  of 
recommendation  R-78-56,  which 
concerned  automatic  detection  of 
locomotive  truck  failure,  the  Board  said 
it  wanted  to  develop  a  method  to  reveal . 
conditions  such  as  a  derailed  wheel, 
excessive  heat,  or  fructured  components 
such  as  wheels,  axles,  hangers,  or  truck 
side  frames  while  the  train  is  en  route. 
This  recommendation  stems  hrom  the 
fact  that  in  the  subject  accident,  the 
second  locomotive  unit  was  derailed  for 
17.5  miles  without  this  condition  being 
detected  by  train  and  engine 
crewmeml^rs.  FRA’s  response  states 
that  in  view  of  the  extremely  low 
accident  rate  directly  attributed  to 
defective  mechanical  and  electrical 
locomotive  equipment,  research  and 
development  of  automatic  devices  for 
the  detection  of  locomotive  unit  truck  or 
component  defects  are  not  considered 
necessary. 

R-7&-58  and  59. — ^Letter  of  May  18 
frx)m  the  Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation,  responds  to 
recommendations  issued  following 
investigation  of  the  derailment  of  an 
Atlanta  &  Saint  Andrews  Bay  Railway 
Company  freight  train  at  Youngstown, 
Fla.,  February  28, 197&  (See  43  FR  59557, 
December  21, 1978.) 

In  answer  to  recommendation  R-7&- 
58,  which  asked  that  DOT  require  that 
top  and  bottom  shelf  couplers  be 
installed  on  all  DOT  105  tank  cars  as 
soon  as  possible,  the  Secretary  reports 
that  FRA  agrees  that  a  retrofit  program 
should  be  required  so  as  to  have 
appropriate  Type-E  top  and  bottom  shelf 
couplers  and  T^e-F  top  shelf  couplers 
installed  on  all  DOT  Specification  105 
tank  cars  at  an  early  date.  However, 
FRA  feels  that  this  requirement  should 
be  only  part  of  a  total  effort  that  would 
result  in  DOT  Specification  105  tank 
cars  being  equipped  with  steel  jacket 
heads,  and  all  new  pressure  ta^  cars 
having  better  structural  streng^ 
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increased  puncture  resistance  and  better 
thermal  protection.  A  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  is  being  developed  covering 
these  safety  measures. 

Recommendation  R--78-59  asked  DOT 
to  expedite  research  to  determine  the 
safest  position  of  hazardous  materials 
tank  cars  and  others  in  freight  trains  as 
contained  in  reconunendation  R-78-33 
and  promptly  issue  regulations  for 
adequate  braking  and  placement  of  such 
cars  in  freight  trains,  llie  Secretary 
reports  that  FRA  is  currently  utilizing 
the  Train  Operations  Simulator  (TOS) 
model  to  analyze  train  makeup  and  train 
handling  proc^ures.  This  mathematical 
computer  model  was  initially  developed 
by  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads  under  FRA  sponsorship,  and  a 
copy  was  sent  to  the  DOT 
Transportation  Systems  Center  in 
Cambridge.  Mass.,  to  aid  in  the  analysis 
of  the  placement  and  braking  of  cars 
and  locomotive  units  in  a  train  consist 

The  Secretary  further  reports  that  in 
February  1979,  FRA's  Office  of  Safety 
compiled  data  on  two  train  derailments 
involving  hazardous  materials  tank  cars. 
One  incident  involved  the  derailment  of 
a  Louisville  and  Nashville  freight  train 
at  High  Cliff,  Tenn.,  December  13, 1978, 
when  a  tank  car  containing  sulfuric  acid 
derailed  and  lealced  its  contents.  The 
other  incident  occurred  at  Pensacola, 
Fla.,  November  9, 1977,  and  involved  the 
release  of  anydrous  ammonia  gas.  Data 
on  these  two  accidents  was  c(^ed  for 
input  into  the  TOS,  and  the  results  are 
now  being  analyzed. 

Additionally,  the  Secretary  notes  that 
the  safe  operation  of  a  train  is  a 
conglomerate  of  different  factors,  e.g., 
the  makeup  of  the  train,  track 
conditions,  the  curvature  of  the  track, 
the  ruling  grade,  train  brake 
characteristics  and  other  variables. 
“Scientific  research  is  not  sufficiently 
precise  to  translate  railroad  operational 
variables  into  quantitative 
methodology."  the  Secretary  stated. 

The  Secretary  also  commented: 

It  is  conceivable  that,  through  a  process  of 
shifting  locomotive  units  and  various  car 
types  in  a  train  consist,  repealed  model 
laboratory,  and  field  testing  could  determine 
the  optimal  placement  of  hazardous  materials 
cars  for  bral^  and  overall  train  handling. 
However,  such  research  would  require 
extensive  testing  and  commitment  of  funds 
and  would  take  several  years  to  complete. 
After  completing  this  research  and  testing 
period,  the  FRA  would  have  to  develop  a 
detidled  cog^-benefit  analysis  before  it  could 
promulgate  new  regulations  Tor  adequate 
braking  and  placement  of  hazardous 
materials  cars  in  fireight  trains. 

Consequently,  FRA  believes  that  it  is  not 
practicable  or  cost-effective  to  launch  an 
expedited  research  program  in  this  area.  Jn 


these  circumstances,  FRA  cannot  promptly 
promulgate  new  regulations  for  adequate 
braking  and  placement  of  hazardous 
materids  pars  in  fi*ei^t  trains. 

Note.^ — Single  copies  of  the  Safety  Board’s 
accident  reports  are  available  without 
charge,  as  long  as  limited  supplies  last. 
Copies  of  the  recommendations  lettes  issued 
by  the  Board,  response  letters  and  related 
correspondence  are  also  available  free  of 
charge.  All  reqests  for  copies  must  be  in 
writi^  identified  by  report  or 
recommendation  number.  Address  inquiries 
to:  Public  Inquiries  Section,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  accident  reports  may  be 
purchased  by  mail  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Va.  • 
22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independence 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L  93-633, 88 
SUt  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903, 1906))) 
Margaret  L  Fisher. 

Federal  Register  Liasison  Officer. 

June  11. 1979. 

(FR  Doc.  TS-lSSes  Filed  6-13-79;  8:4$  am] 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy 

nnal  Uniform  Rules  of  Procedure  for 
Boarde  of  Contract  Appeale  Under  the 
Contract  Dieputee  Act  of  1978 

May  31. 1979. 

AQENCV:  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy  (OFPP),  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget 

action:  Notice  of  Final  Uniform  Rules  of 
Procedure  issued  as  guidelines  for 
adoption  by  Boards  of  Contract 
Appeals. 

summary:  On  November  1, 1978,  the 
President  signed  into  law  Pub.  L  95^563, 
the  Contracts  Disputes  Act  of  1978.  That 
Act  among  other  things,  required  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  to 
issue  guidelines  for  the  procedures  of 
the  agency  Boards  of  Contract  Appeals 
by  March  1, 1979. 

To  achieve  maximum  uniformity  for 
Government  contract  appeal  practice, 
agency  Boards  of  Contract  Appeals  are 
expected  to  adopt  the  Uniform  Rules  of 
Procedure  except  where  minor 
variances  are  justified  due  to  the 
individual  Bo^’s  size  or  nature  of  its 
docket 

Proposed  Uniform  Rules  of  Procedure 
were  published  for  comment  in  the 
January  25. 1979,  Federal  Register. 
Interim  final  Uniform  Rules  of 
Procedure,  effective  March  1, 1979,  were 


published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  7, 1979,  for  additional  comment 
The  additional  comment  period  was 
considered  necessary  because  of  the 
significance  of  some  of  the  changes 
made  to  then  existing  Rules.  The  interim 
final  Rules  were  to  become  effective  on 
June  1, 1979,  unless  changed. 

This  is  to  provide  notice  that  the 
Uniform  Rules  of  Procedure  published 
March  7, 1979,  together  with  the  changes 
provided  below,  are  now  final 
guidelines  for  adoption  by  agency 
Boards  of  Contract  Appeals. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  Williamson,  Associate 
Administrator  for  Acquisition  Law  (202) 
395-3455. 

James  D.  Cuiiie, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Changes  to  Final  Uniform  Rules  of  ‘ 
Procedure 

Rule  4  is  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

4.  Preparation,  Content,  Organization, 
Forwarding,  and  Status  of  Appeal  File. 
(a)  Duties  of  Contracting  Officer — 
Within  30  days  of  receipt  of  an  appeal, 
or  notice  that  an  appeal  has  been  filed, 
the  contracting  officer  shall  assemble 
and  transmit  to  the  Board  (through  the 
)  an  appeal  file  consisting  of  all 
documents  pertinent  to  the  appeal, 
including: 

(1)  The  decision  from  which  the 
appeal  is  taken: 

(2)  The  contract  including 
specifications  and  pertinent 
amendments,  plans,  and  drawings: 

(3)  All  correspondence  between  the 
parties  relevant  to  the  appeal  including 
die  letter  or  letters  of  claim  in  response 
to  which  the  decision  was  issued: 

(4)  Transcripts  of  any  testimony  taken 
during  the  course  of  proc:eeclings,  and 
affidavits  or  statements  of  any 
witnesses  on  the  matter  in  dispute  made 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  notice  of  appeal 
with  the  Board:  and 

(5)  Any  additional  information 
considered  relevant  to  the  appeal. 

Within  the  same  time  above  specified 
the  (  )  shall  furnish  the  appellant  a 

copy  of  each  docniment  he  transmits  to 
the  Board  except  those  in  subparagraph 
(a)(2)  above.  As  to  the  latter,  a  list 
funiished  appellant  indicating  specific 
contractual  clocniments  transmitted  will 
suffice. 

(b)  Duties  of  the  Appellant — ^Within  30 
days  after  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the 
appeal  file  assembled  by  the  contracting 
officer,  the  appellant  shall  transmit  to 
the  Board  any  docniments  not  contained 
therein  which  he  considers  relevant  to 
the  appeal,  and  furnish  two  copies  of 
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such  documents  to  the  government  trial 
attorney. 

(c)  Organization  of  Appeal  File — 
Drouments  in  the  appeal  file  may  be 
originals  or  legible  facsimiles  or 
au&enticated  copies,  and  shall  be 
arranged  in  chronological  order  where 
practicable,  numbered  sequentially, 
tabbed,  and  indexed  to  identify  the 
contents  of  the  file. 

(d)  Lengthy  Documents — ^Upon 
request  by  either  party,  the  Board  may 
waive  the  requirement  to  furnish  to  the 
other  party  copies  of  bulky,  lengthy,  or 
out-of-size  documents  in  Uie  appeal  file 
when  inclusion  would  be  burdensome. 

At  the  time  a  party  files  with  the  Board 
a  document  as  to  which  such  a  waiver 
has  been  granted  he  shall  notify  the 
other  party  that  the  dociunent  or  a  copy 
is  available  for  inspection  at  the  offices 
of  the  Board  or  of  ^e  party  filing  same. 

(e)  Status  of  Documents  in  Appeal 
File — Documents  contained  in  the 
appeal  file  are  considered,  without 
further  action  by  the  parties,  as  part  of 
the  record  upon  which  the  Board  will 
render  its  decision.  However,  a  party 
may  object,  for  reasons  stated,  to 
consideration  of  a  particular  document 
or  dociunents  reasonably  in  advance  of 
hearing  or,  if  there  is  no  hearing,  of 
settling  the  record.  If  such  objection  is 
made  Uie  Board  shall  remove  the 
document  or  documents  bt)m  the  appeal 
file  and  permit  the  party  offering  the 
document  to  move  its  admission  as 
evidence  in  accordance  with  Rules  13 
and  20. 

(f)  Notwithstanding  the  foregcing  the 
filing  of  the  Rule  4  fa)  and  (b)  documents 
may  be  dispensed  with  by  the  Board 
either  upon  request  of  the  appellant  in 
his  notice  of  appeal  or  thereafter  upon 
stipulation  of  the  parties. 

to  Rule  12.1(c)  change  “20  days”  to  “60 
days." 

Change  Rule  12.2(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

“12.2(a)  to  cases  proceeding  under  the 
SMALL  CLAIMS  (EXPEDITED) 
procedure,  the  following  time  periods 
shall  apply:  (1)  Within  ten  days  fiom  the 
Government's  first  receipt  from  either 
the  appellant  or  the  Board  of  a  copy  of 
the  appellant's  notice  of  election  of  the 
SMALL  CLAIMS  (EXPEDITED) 
procedure,  the  Government  shall  send 
the  Board  a  copy  of  the  contract,  the 
contracting  officer's  final  decision,  and 
the  appellant's  claim  letter  or  letters,  if 
any;  remaining  documents  required 
under  Rule  4  shall  be  submitted  in 
accordance  with  times  specified  in  that 
rule  unless  the  Board  otherwise  directs; 

(2)  Within  15  days  after  the  Board  has 
acknowledged  receipt  of  appellant's 
notice  of  election,  the  assigned 


administrative  judge  shall  take  the 
following  actions,  if  feasible,  in  an 
informal  meeting  or  a  telephone 
conference  with  both  parties:  (i)  Identify 
and  simplify  the  issues;  (ii)  establish  a 
simplified  procedure  appropriate  to  the 
particular  appeal  involved;  (iii) 
determine  whether  the  appellant  wants 
a  hearing,  and  if  so,  fix  a  time  and  place 
therefor;  (iv)  require  the  Government  to 
furnish  all  the  additional  documents 
relevant  to  the  appeal,  and  (v)  establish 
an  expedited  schedule  for  resolution  of 
the  appeal.” 

Change  Rule  12.3(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

‘'12.3(a)  to  cases  proceeding  imder  the 
ACCELE^TED  procedure,  the  parties 
are  encouraged,  to  the  extent  possible 
consistent  with  adequate  presentation  of 
their  factual  and  legal  positions,  to 
waive  pleadings,  discovery,  and  briefs. 
The  Board,  in  its  discretion,  may  shorten 
time  periods  prescribed  elsewhere  in 
these  Rules,  including  Rule  4,  as 
necessary  to  enable  the  Board  to  decide 
the  appeal  within  180  days  after  the 
Board  has  received  the  appellant's 
notice  of  election  of  the  ACCELERATED 
procedure,  and  may  reserve  30  days  fur 
preparation  of  the  decision.” 

Change  the  first  phrase  of  the  first 
sentence  of  Rule  15  to  read  as  follows: 

“After  an  appeal  has  been  docketed 
and  complaint  filed  with  the  Board . . .” 

Change  the  last  sentence  of  Rule  15  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Any  discovery  engaged  in  under  this 
Rule  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
Rule  14(a)  with  respect  to  general  policy 
and  protective  orders,  and  of  Rule  33 
with  respect  to  sanctions.” 

Change  Rule  21(f)(2)  to  read  as 
follows: 

A  subpoena  requiring  the  attendance 
of  a  witness  at  a  deposition  or  hearing  ^ 
may  be  served  at  any  place.  A  subpoena 
may  be  served  by  a  United  States 
marshal  or  deputy  marshal,  or  by  any 
other  person  who  is  not  a  party  and  not 
less  than  18  years  of  age.  ^rvice  of  a 
subpoena  upon  a  person  named  therein 
shall  be  made  by  personally  delivering  a 
copy  to  that  person  and  tendering  the 
fees  for  one  day's  attendance  and  the 
mileage  provided  by  28  U.S.C.  1821  or 
other  applicable  law;  however,  where 
the  subpoena  is  issued  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  money  payments  need  not 
be  tendered  in  advance  of  attendance. 

Insert  the  following  in  the  second 
sentence  of  Rule  28  after  the  word 
“decision”: 

“(except  those  required  for  good  cause 
to  be  held  confidential  and  not  cited  as 
precedents)” 

Change  Rule  31  to  read  as  follows: 


“Whenever  a  record  discloses  the 
failure  of  either  party  to  file  documents 
required  by  these  rules,  respond  to 
notices  or  correspondence  fivm  the 
Board,  comply  with  orders  of  the  Board, 
or  otherwise  indicates  an  intention  not 
to  continue  the  prosecution  or  defense  of 
an  appeal,  the  ^ard  may,  in  the  case  of 
a  default  by  the  appellant,  issue  an 
order  to  show  cause  why  the  appeal 
should  not  be  dismissed  or,  in  the  case 
of  a  default  by  the  Government,  issue  an 
order  to  show  cause  why  the  Board 
should  not  act  thereon  pursuant  to  Rule 
33.  If  good  cause  is  not  shown,  the  Board 
may  take  appropriate  action.” 

P’S  Doc.  7S-ia517  FOad  S-13-79;  8:4$  un] 
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Contract  Diaputa^  Rnal  Uniform  Rules 
of  Procedure  and  Related 
Procurement  Regulations;  Rnal 
Approval  of  Text  To  Be  Adopted: 
Proposed  Text  of  Contract  Disputes 
Clause 

May  29. 1979. 

AOlNCY:  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget 

action:  Final  text  of  uniform  rules  of 
procedure  and  related  prociirement 
regulations  to  be  adopted:  comments 
requested  on  text  of  contract  disputes 
clause. 


SUMMARY:  On  November  1, 1978,  the 
President  signed  into  law  Public  Law 
93-563,  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of 

1978.  That  Act  among  other  things, 
required  certain  changes  to  clauses  and 
procurement  regulations  of  the  procuring 
agencies  by  March  1, 1979.  To  assure 
uniformity  of  language  in  the  resulting  - 
changes,  a  suggested  text  of  provisionf^^ 
to  implement  that  Act  was  published  at 
44  FR  5219,  (anuary  25, 1979  for 
comment  /^er  consideration  of 
comments  received  and  resulting 
changes  to  the  suggested  text  a  set  of 
interim  final  rules  was  published  March 
7, 1979.  This  set  of  interim  final  rules 
contains  language  to  be  used  by  the 
affected  agencies  when  amendtog  their 
regulations.  This  language  was  to 
become  final  June  1, 1979,  unless 
changed  before  that  time.  This  document 
gives  notice  that  the  interim  final  rule 
language  is  effective  June  1, 1979,  with 
the  exception  of  the  contract  disputes 
clause  which  remains  an  interim  clause. 
Comment  is  now  invited  on  the  new 
disputes  clause  set  forth  below. 

DATES:  Effective  date  of  text  which 
agencies  are  directed  to  adopt  is  June  1. 

1979.  Comments  on  the  proposed 
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disputes  clause  should  be  received  on  or 
before  August  1, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  are  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Federal 
Procurement  Policy.  0MB,  726  Jackson 
Place,  N.W.,  Room  9025,  Washington, 

D.C.  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  F.  Williamson,  Associate 
Administrator  for  Acquisition  Law.  (202) 
395-3455. 

James  D.  Currie, 

Acting  Administrator. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

November  1, 1978,  the  President  signed 
into  law  Public  Law  95-563,  the  Contract 
Disputes  Act  of  1978.  That  Act,  among 
other  things,  required  changes  to  clauses 
and  procurement  regulations  of  the 
prociuing  agencies  by  March  1, 1979.  To 
assure  uniformity  of  language  in  the 
resulting  changes,  a  suggested  text  of 
proposed  regulations  and  clause  to  be 
adopted  by  the  affected  agencies  was 
published  for  comment  January  25, 1979 
(44  FR  5219).  Suggested  language  of 
interim  final  regulations  and  clause, 
effective  March  1, 1979,  was  published 
(for  additional  comments)  March  7, 1979 
(44  FR  12519).  The  language  of  the 
interim  final  regulations  which  the 
agencies  are  directed  to  adopt  was  to 
become  final  June  1, 1979,  unless 
changed  before  that  time.  The  language 
incorporated  the  changes  required  by 
Public  Law  95-563  and  reflect  many  of 
the  comments  received  on  the  proposed 
text  published  January  25. 1979  (44  FR 
5219). 

This  document  provides  notice  that 
approval  of  the  language  which  the 
agencies  are  directed  to  use  in  amending 
their  regulations  is  effective  as  of  June  1, 
1979  except  for  the  disputes  clause 
which  remains  an  interim  clause. 

Comment  is  now  invited  on  a  new 
Disputes  Clause  set  forth  below.  The 
purposes  of  the  changes  reflected  in  the 
new  Disputes  Clause  are  to:  (1)  more 
clearly  reflect  the  intent  of  the  Contract 
Disputes  Act  with  regard  to  the  Payment 
of  Interest,  (2)  change  the  time  for 
certification  of  a  claim  exceeding 
$50,000,  and  (3)  change  the  extent  of  a 
contractor’s  obligation  to  continue  work 
pending  resolution  of  a  dispute  arising  in 
connection  with  a  contract.  The  intent  of 
the  Disputes  clause  proposed  here  is  to 
give  the  contractor  the  right  to  stop  work 
under  some  circumstances  pending 
resolution  of  a  contract  dispute. 

It  is  proposed  that  the  following  text 
be  used  by  the  affected  agencies  in 
amending  the  Defense  Acquisition 
Regulation  and  the  Federal  Procurement 
Regulations  (32  CFR  7-103-12  and  41 
CFR  1-7.102-12): 


Proposed  Disputes  Clause 

1.  Section  7-103-12  of  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Regulation  and  Section  1- 
7.102-12  of  the  Federal  Procurement 
Regulations  are  amended  to  provide  as 
follows: 

The  contracting  officer  shall  insert  the 
following  clause  in  all  contracts  unless 
exempted  by  the  head  of  the  agency 
under  41  U.S.C.  603(c): 

Disputes 

(a)  Failure  of  the  parties  after  a  reasonable 
time  to  reach  an  agreement  on  a  request  for 
the  payment  of  money  or  adjustment  of 
contract  terms  shall  constitute  a  dispute  that 
is  subject  to  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of 
1978  (41  U.S.C.  601,  et  seq.).  If  a  dispute 
arises  relating  to  the  contract,  the  contractor 
shaU  submit  a  claim  in  writing  to  the 
contracting  Officer  who  shall  issue  a  written 
decision  on  the  dispute  in  the  manner 
specified  in  DAR 1-314  (FPR 1-1318). 

(b)  In  the  case  of  claims  for  payment 
exceeding  $50,000,  or  with  any  amendment 
causing  the  total  request  in  dispute  to  exceed 
$50,000,  the  contractor  shall  certify,  before 
settlement  or  decision  of  the  contracting 
officer  on  the  claim,  as  follows: 

I  certify  that  the  claim  is  made  in  good 
faith,  that  the  supporting  data  are  accurate 
and  complete  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge 
and  belief,  and  that  the  amount  requested 
accurately  reflects  the  contract  adjustment 
for  which  the  contractor  believes  the 
Government  is  liable. 

(Contractor’s  Name) 


(Title) - 

(c)  The  Government  shall  pay  the 
contractor  interect 

(1)  On  the  amount  found  due  and  unpaid  on 
claims  submitted  imder  this  clause; 

(2)  At  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  under  the  Renegotiation  Act, 
Public  Law  92-41; 

(3)  From  the  date  the  contracting  officer 
receives  the  claim,  until  the  Government 
makes  payment 

(d)  The  decision  of  the  Contracting  Officer 
shall  be  final  and  conclusive  and  not  subject 
to  review  by  any  forum,  tribunal,  or 
Government  agency  unless  an  appeal  or 
action  is  timely  commenced  within  the  times 
specified  by  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  of 
1978. 

(e)  The  contractor  shall  comply  with  any 
decision  of  the  contracting  officer  and 
proceed  diligently  with  performace  of  this 
contract  pending  final  resolution  of  any 
request  for  relief,  claim,  appeal,  or  action 
related  to  this  contract,  except  where  there 
has  been  a  material  breach  of  the  contract  by 
the  Government;  provided,  however,  that  in 
any  event  the  contractor  shall  proceed 
diligently  with  the  performance  of  the 
contract  where  the  head  of  the  agency  has 
made  a  written  determination  that 
continuation  of  work  under  the  contract  is 


34229 


essential  to  the  National  Defense  or  the 
Public  Health  and  Safety. 

[End  of  Clause] 

|FR  Doc.  7S-18532  Fllod  S-13-7B;  S:4S  uni 
WLUNQ  CODE 


PRESIDENTS  COMMISSION  ON 
PENSION  POUCY 

Report  of  Staff  Contacts 

The  President’s  Commission  on 
Pension  Policy  has  directed  its  staff  to 
maintain  and  publish  for  the  public  a 
listing  of  contacts  of  a  substantive 
natiire  made  with  individuals, 
organizations  and  groups  interested  in 
the  activities  of  the  Commission. 

The  following  is  the  staff  report  of 
such  contacts  for  the  month  of  May. 

Government  Research  Center-Municipal 
Finance  Officers  Association. 

New  York  State  University,  Institute  on 
Aging. 

New  Yoric  Bar  Association. 

City  University  of  New  York. 

National  Tax  Association. 

Andrus  Gerontology  Center,  University  of 
Southern  California. 

Stanford  Research  Institute. 

Southwest  Pension  Conference. 

Connecticut  General. 

Mathematica  Policy  Research,  Inc. 

Employee  Benefit  Research  Institute. 
Milwaukee  County  Board  of  Supervisors. 
National  CouncU  of  Senior  Citizens. 
Pennsylvania  State  Retirement  System. 
National  Association  of  Counties. 

Delwood  Food,  Inc. 

National  Governors'  Association. 

National  Conference  of  State  Legislatures. 
Protect  our  Pensions  Committee. 

Edward  H.  Friend  &  Company  Library. 

Arthur  Andersen  Library. 

Educational  Conference  of  Health,  Welfare  & 
Pension  Plans,  Inc. 

Institutional  Investors. 

ERISA  Industry  Committee. 

Assocation  of  Private  Pension  &  Welfare 
Plans. 

Southern  Pension  Conference. 
Interdepartmental  Task  Force  on  Women. 
Randy  Barber. 

Harry  Lamon. 

Winklevoss  Associates. 

Staff  of  the  United  States  Senate  and  the  U.S. 

House  of  Representatives. 

OMB  and  White  House  Staff. 

Staff  of  the  Social  Security  Administration. 
Staff  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th  day  of 
June  1979. 

Thomas  C.  Woodruff, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  79-1SS2S  HM  ft-lS-TO;  8:45  ami 
BIUJNQ  CODE  6S2e-M-« 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Diaaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1613,  Arndt  No.  2] 

Arkansas;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
44  FR  23397)  and  Amendment  #1  (See  44 
FR  24967)  are  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  President's  Declaration  of  April 
11. 1979;  to  include  Nevada  and  Jackson 
Counties  in  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and 
to  make  disaster  relief  loan  assistance 
available  as  a  result  of  severe  storms 
and  tornadoes  beginning  about  April  8, 
1979. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
will  accept  applications  for  disaster 
relief  loans  from  disaster  victims  in  the 
above  named  coimties  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  Arkansas. 
All  other  information  remains  the  same; 
i.e.,  the  termination  date  for  frling 
applications  for  physical  damage  is 
close  of  business  on  June  11, 1979,  and 
for  economic  injury  until  close  of 
business  January  11, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  April  30, 1979. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  79-18616  Filed  6-13-79;  a45  am) 
nUJNO  CODE  S025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Diaaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1631,  Arndt  No.  11 

Louisiana;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
44  FR  27782)  is  a  amended  in 
accordance  with  the  President’s 
declaration  of  May  2, 1979,  to  include 
LaSalle,  Pointe  Coupee  and  St.  Martin 
Parishes  in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  The 
Small  Business  Administration  will 
accept  applications  for  disaster  relief 
loans  from  disaster  victims  in  the  above- 
named  parishes  and  adjacent  parishes 
within  the  State  of  Louisiana.  All  other 
information  remains  the  same;  i.e.,  the 
termination  dates  for  filing  applications 
for  physical  damage  is  close  of  business 
on  July  2, 1979,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  die  close  of  business  on  February 
4,1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  May  11, 1979. 

A  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|PR  Doc  16614  Filed  S-13-79;  SAS  am] 
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Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Proposed 
Revision  to  System  of  Records 

agency:  Small  Business  Administration 
(SBA). 

action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Addition  to 
System  of  Records. 


SUMMAIIY:  It  is  intended  that  the  system 
of  records  entitled  Automated  Personnel 
History — SBA  030  (OMB  System  #32- 
45-0008)  will  be  amended  to  include  five 
additional  items  of  information.  These 
data  apply  only  to  temporary  disaster 
employees.  The  intended  result  is 
increased  efficiency  of  the  Agency’s 
ability  to  staff  disaster  offices. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  16, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Charlene  Alexander,  Small  Business 
Administration,  1441 L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416  (202)  653-6608. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  new 

information  to  be  collected  includes: 
Disaster  type  and  identification,  disaster 
experience,  performance  rating  and 
home  telephone  number. 

This  information  will  facilitate  the 
hiring  of  the  best  possible  people  for 
working  within  the  disaster  program. 

The  home  phone  number  is  needed  to 
contact  the  individual  when  his/her 
services  are  desired. 

This  system  of  records  was  last 
published  in  its  entirety  on  October  4. 
1978  (43  FR  45968). 

Accordingly,  SBA  proposes  to  amend 
SBA  System  of  Records  SBA  030, 
Automated  Personnel  History, 
September  23, 1977, 42  FR  48790,  so  that 
the  paragraph  describing  the  categories 
of  records  continued  in  the  system  will 
read  as  follows: 

SBA  030 

SYSTEM  name: 

Automated  Personnel  History 

•  *  G  *  * 


CATEOOmES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Current  status  of  all  SBA  employees 
including  all  data  pertinent  to  that 
status,  llus  system  includes  name. 
Social  Security  number,  grade  and 
salary  title,  organization,  education, 
veterans  preference,  competitive  level, 
date  of  birth,  handicap  code,  health 
benefits,  etc.  For  disaster  employees, 
this  system  additionally  includes 
disaster  type  and  iden^cation,  disaster 
experience,  performance  rating,  and 
home  telephone  number.  This  system 
includes  personnel  actions  affecting 
active  SBA  employees  since  May  1972, 


and  also  those  of  separated  employees 
since  that  date,  n 

***** 

t 

Dated:  June  6. 1979. 

William  H.  Mauk,  Jr.. 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  79-1S617  FUed  6-13-79;  8:45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  SOSS-OI-M 

[Proposed  Uesnss  Na  07/07-0081] 


Slouxland  Small  BusIrms  Investment 
Co.;  Application  for  a  License  To 
Operate  as  a  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 
to  S  107.102  of  the  regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies 
(13  CFR  107.102  (1979)),  under  the  name 
of  Siouxland  Small  Business  Investment 
Company,  220  Badgerow  Building,  Sioux  • 
City,  Iowa  51101,  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  small  business  investment  company 
(SBIC)  under  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 

'The  proposed  officers  and  directors 
are  as  follows: 

Harold  W.  McArthur.  206  Helen  Street  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51106,  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
Director. 

Francis  J.  Palmersheim,  227  Wedgewood 
Drive,  So.  Sioux  City,  Nebraska,  68776, 
President,  Director. 

Ken  Jones,  301  Park,  Yankton,  South  Dakota 
57078,  First  Vice  President  Director. 

Morey  J.  Wheeler,  3716  Nebraska,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51105,  Second  Vice  President 
Director. 

George  T.  Qualley,  220  Badgerow  Bldg.,  Sioux 
City.  Iowa  51105,  Secretary.  Director. 

Don  Wohlenberg,  1309  Oakwood  Drive, 
Yankton,  South  Dakota  57078,  Treasurer, 
Director. 

Edward  Bird,  413  E.  33rd  Street  So.  Sioux 
City,  Nebraska  68776,  Director. 

Horst  G.  Blume,  809  Badgerow  Bldg.,  Sioux 
City.  Iowa  51101,  Director. 

Allen  W.  ftonson,  215  Undewood,  Sioux 
City.  Iowa  51101,  Director. 

Charles  D.  BusskoU,  6065  Momingside,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51106,  Director. 

Densil  M.  Christiansen,  206  So.  5th  Street 
Pender,  Nebraska  68047,  Director. 

James  E.  Dryden,  216  Broadmoor  Drive.  So. 

Sioux  City,  Nebraska,  68776,  Director. 

Leo  R.  Eriksen,  1203  First  Avenue.  So.  Sioux 
City,  Nebraska  68776,  Director. 

Edroy  C.  Flom,  2700  S.  Mart^,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51106,  Director. 

Deraid  Gellhaus,  502  James  Hace,  Yankton, 
South  Dakota  57078,  Director. 

Henry  G.  HeusinkveH  Boyden.  Iowa  51234, 
Director. 

Kelton  Houts,  1729  S.  Patterson.  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51106,  Director. 
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lerod  M.  Knowles,  2510  “G"  Street,  So.  Sioux 
City,  Nebraska,  66776,  Director. 

Ronald  D.  Rapp,  2720  “G"  Street,  So.  Sioux 
City,  Nebraska  68776,  Director. 

Raymond  F.  Lynch,  312  Argonne,  Sioux  City. 
Iowa  51104,  Director. 

Ray  V.  Mitchell,  33  Ridgeview  Road,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51104,  Director. 

Robert  G.  Prenger,  508  Covered  Wagon 
Circle,  So.  Sioux  City.  Nebraska  68776, 
Director. 

Leonard  Stoller,  Spirit  Lake,  Iowa  51360, 
Director. 

Conrad  D.  VanZee,  Rock  Valley,  Iowa  51247, 
Director. 

lone  C.  Vogel,  401  Catalina,  Vermillion,  South 
Dakota  57069,  Director. 

Each  of  the  above  individuals  will 
own  4  percent  of  the  Applicant’s  stock. 
There  will  be  only  one  class  of  stock 
authorized;  one  million  shares  of 
common.  Initially  only  $75,000  will  be 
raised  through  the  above  shareholders. 

In  addition  it  is  anticipated  that  up  to  20 
organizer  investors  may  purchase  shares 
up  to  $5,000  per  organizer,  with  a 
maximum  of  $100,000.  The  third  stage  of 
the  capital  acquisition  program  of  the 
Applicant  will  be  to  offer  200,000  shares 
to  ^e  public,  at  $10  per  share,  with  a 
maximum  offering  of  $2.0  million.  In 
addition,  the  offering  would  provide  that 
in  the  event  fewer  than  40,000  shares 
were  sold,  for  an  aggregate  investment 
by  the  public  of  $400,000,  that  the 
offering  would  be  declared  unsuccessful 
and  that  all  funds  would  be  rehumed  to 
such  investors,  with  interest.  This 
offering  will  be  registered  with  the 
Securities  and  Ex^ange  Commission  as 
a  joint  registration  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  and  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940. 

Applicant  proposes  to  conduct  its 
operations  principally  in  the  states  of 
Iowa,  Nebraska  and  South  Dakota  in  the 
area  known  as  “Siouxland”. 

Applicant  intends  to  follow  a 
diversified  investment  policy. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  shareholders  and 
management,  and  the  probability  of 
successful  operation  of  the  new 
company  in  accordance  with  the  Act 
and  Relations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  Jime  29, 1979,  submit 
to  SBA,  in  writing,  comments  on  the 
proposed  licensing  of  this  company.  Any 
sudi  communications  should  be 
addressed  to:  Associate  Administrator 
for  Finance  and  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  "L” 

Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be 
published  by  the  Applicant  in  a 


newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Sioux  City.  Iowa. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  June  8, 1979. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
and  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  79-18613  Filed  S-13-79;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  SOZS^I-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

Temporary  Control  of  New  York 
Harbor  Vessel  Traffic 

Notice  is  hereby  given  concerning  a 
change  to  the  Captain  of  the  Port,  New 
York  Order  1-79  issued  effective  0001, 1 
April  1979.  That  Order  was  published 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  2  of  the  Port  and  Tanker  Safety 
Act  of  1978,  (33  USC  1221,  et  seq.)  and 
will  remain  in  effect  until  the  current 
strike  which  has  curtailed  New  York 
Harbor  tug  boat  operations  is  settled. 
Paragraph  2  of  the  section  entitled 
"Directions  Ordered"  lists  restrictions 
on  controlled  vessel  movements  on 
vessels  operating  within  the  Port  of  New 
York.  The  purpose  of  this  change  is  to 
reduce  the  restrictions  on  vessels 
operating  in  the  vicinity  of  Hell  Gate. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
notice  is  given  that  paragraph  2  of  the 
section  of  Captain  of  the  PorL  New  York 
Order  1-79  entitled  Directions  Ordered 
is  amended  as  follows: 

Captain  of  the  Port,  New  York,  Order 
No.  1-79 

1.  By  revising  paragraph  (2)(f)(iii), 
Directions  Ordered,  to  read  as  follows: 

Directions  Ordered 

2.  The  following  restrictions  on 
controlled  vessel  movements  will  apply 
to  all  vessels  operating  within  the  Port 
of  New  York  upon  implementation  of 
this  plan: 

f.  The  Captain  of  the  Port  will  permit 
vessel  traffic  within  confined  channels 
and  basins  only  under  favorable 
conditions  of  wind,  visibility,  vessel  size 
and  controllability,  obstructions  and 
other  vessels,  both  moored  and 
underway.  In  this  regard: 

(iii)  No  controlled  vessel  400'  or 
greater,  and/or  with  a  draft  of  27'  or 
greater  may  transit  Hell  Gate. 

No  controlled  vessel  less  than  400' 
and  with  draft  less  than  27'  may  transit 
Hell  Gate  unless  it  transits  within  30 
minutes  of  slack  water. 


No  barge  greater  than  300'  LOA  may 
transit  Hell  Gate  unless  that  barge  has 
two  tugs  made  up  to  it.  In  addition  the 
barge  must  have  a  draft  less  than  27'. 
This  transit  must  be  conducted  within  30 
minutes  of  slack  water.  Empty  tank 
barges  may  transit  Hell  Gate  in  any 
condition  of  tide  and  current  provided 
the  barge  has  the  tug  assistance 
required  by  this  order. 

Tank  vessels  that  have  discharged 
cargo  at  Bronx,  NY  terminals  may  be 
permitted  to  proceed  in  ballast  through 
Hell  Gate. 

(Pub.  L  95-474  (33  USC  1223);  49  CFR 
1.46(n)(4)  (49  CFR  10063,  2/16/79);  33  CFR 
180.35(b)) 

Dated:  May  24. 1979. 
fames  L.  FleisheU, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

(FR  Doc  18579  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am) 

MLUNQ  CODE  4S10-14-M 


Federal  Aviation  Adminletration 

(Summary  Notice  No.  PE-79-7B] 

Petitiona  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitiona  Received  and  DIapoeitiona  of 
Petitiona  leeued:  Correction 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  Correction. 

summary:  On  May  31. 1979,  the  FAA 
published  a  notice  summarizing 
petitions  for  exemption  filed  with  the 
FAA  (44  FR  31340).  That  notice 
incorrectly  stated  that  Frontier  Airlines, 
Inc.  had  petitioned  for  an  exemption  to 
operate  B-737  aircraft  with  115 
passenger  seats  with  6  seats  blocked. 
This  notice  corrects  that  error. 

DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  June  20, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-24), 
Petition  Docket  No.  18867, 800 
Independence.  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  The 

petition,  any  comments  received  and  a 
copy  of  any  final  disposition  are  filed  in 
the  assigned  regulatory  docket  and  are 
available  for  examination  in  the  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-24),  Room  916,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA),  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Summary  Notice  No.  PE-79-7  (44  FR 
31340;  May  31, 1979)  inadvertently  and 
incorrectly  stated  that  Frontier  Airlines, 
Inc.  had  petitioned  for  an  exemption 
from  14  CFR  121.391  to  permit  operation 
of  B-737  aircraft  with  115  passenger 
seats  using  two  flight  attendants  and 
blocking  6  seats  in  certain  situations. 

The  Frontier  Airlines,  Inc.  petition  was 
for  operation  of  B-737  aircraft  with  106 
seats  rather  than  115. 

The  Correction 

Accordingly,  the  Description  of  the 
Relief  Sought  in  the  Frontier  Airlines, 

Inc.  petition  is  hereby  corrected  to  read: 
‘To  permit  operation  of  B-737  aircraft 
with  106  passenger  seats  using  two  flight 
attendants  and  blocking  6  seats  in 
certain  situations.” 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  June  8, 1979. 
Carl  B.  Schellenberg, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  79-184ei  Filed  S-13-7S;  8:45  am) 

BUXINQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 


[Summary  Notica  No.  PE-79-9] 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitlone  Received  and  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  Issued 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemptions  received  and  of  dispositions 
of  petitions  issued. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  FAA’s 
rulemaking  provisions  governing  the 
application,  processing,  and  disposition 
of  petitions  for  exemption  (14  CFR  Part 
11),  this  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  petitions  seeking  relief  frum 
specified  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Relations  (14  CFR  Chapter  I) 
and  of  dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  improve  the  public’s 
awareness  of.  and  participation  in,  this 
aspect  of  FAA’s  regulatory  activities. 
Publication  of  this  notice  and  any 
information  it  contains  or  omits  is  not 
intended  to  affect  the  legal  status  of  any 
petition  or  its  final  dispositions. 


DATE:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
miut  identify  the  petition  docket  number 
involved  and  must  be  received  on  or 
before:  July  5. 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel,  Attn:  Rules  Docket  (AGC-24), 

Petition  Docket  No. - 800 

Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  The 
petition,  any  comments  received  and  a 
copy  of  any  final  disposition  are  filed  in 
the  assigned  regulatory  docket  and  are 
available  for  examination  in  the  Rules 
Docket  (AGC-24),  Room  916,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA),  800 
Indepdendence  Avenue.  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-3644. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  $  11.27  of 
Part  11  of  the  F^eral  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C,  on  June  8, 1979. 
Call  B.  Schellenberg, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division. 


rVUDOnS  lOf  UCOTipilOM 


OocM  No.  RoQuMiont  cffoclod  Doicflption  of  foKof  tfniphf 


19240 _  _  _  _ 

U»45  . 

19247 .  .  . 

19246...  . . . . 

10170 

11144 _  _ 

American  AMtoM _ _ _ 

|FR  Doc  79-lS<62  Filed  S-1S-7B;  8:45  un) 
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14  CFR  121.503«l)  «id  (e) . . 

14  CFR  121  J83(c) . 

14  CFR  121  J83(c) _ 

14  CFR  1Z437(a) _ 

14  CFR  H  121.40B(b)<2)  and 
121.441(a)(2)(i). 

14  CFR  H  6l.39(aKl)  wd  (b) . 

14  CFR  121.99  wid  121.351(a)..... 


To  aSow  ttMir  plolt  to  axcaed  the  light  ima  imitationa  of  100  houra 
monSily  and  1,000  houra  annuaSy. 

To  alow  him  to  aaraa  aa  pM  in  command  in  air  cantor  oparationa 
after  ha  haa  reached  hia  00th  birthday. 

To  permit  him  to  conttoue  to  aerve  aa  plot  in  air  cantor  operationi 
after  reaching  Me  eoth  birthday  on  May  19. 1979. 

To  permit  the  uee  of  plot  Mfchael  A.  Cheae  aa  plot  in  command  of 
Air  Inlm  aScargo  aircraft  without  hia  hoidtog  an  Airirre  Tranaporl 
Plot  CerWcate.  Mr.  Chaae  to  preaentty  8  monSia  bom  reaching  the 
required  age  ImN  of  23. 

To  permit  plot  Mning  in  thoee  maneuvera  arhich  best  comptomertt 
the  TWA  needs  and  salisiy  S«a  aaoond-irvoommand  plot  proScian- 
cy  check  each  24  catendar  months. 

To  permit  Meaara.  O.  W.  Portsr,  E.  E.  Named,  Jr.,  and  H.  S.  Hart  to 
take  their  fight  teat  for  an  airina  trartoport  plot  oertMcata  although 
there  has  bean  a  tone  topee  of  over  24  monSw  since  they  have 
oomptoted  Steir  wrMan  axaminationa.  Qrantml  6/1/79 

To  extend  the  June  30,  1979,  temtowlon  dale  of  Exampion  No. 
1332,  aa  amerxfed,  to  permit  contoaied  operations  over  apedfied 
routes  without  mairaaining  two  way  radto  communicatiorto  between 
each  aircratt  and  the  dtopatch  otlce  atong  tha  roulas.  OnantoPd/J/ 
79. 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau 

Grants  and  Denials  of  Applications  for 
Exemptions 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Grants  and  Denials  of 
Applications  for  Exemptions. 


summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
fiom  the  Department  of  TYansportation’s 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  exemptions  granted 
April  1979.  The  modes  of  transportation 
involved  are  identified  by  a  number  in 


the  “Nature  of  Exemption  Thereof 
portion  of  the  table  l^low  as  follows: 

'  1 — Motor  vehicle,  2 — Rail  freight,  3 — 
Cargo-vessel,  4 — Cargo-only  aircraft,  5— 
Passenger-carrying  aircraft.  Application 
numbers  prefixed  by  the  letters  EE 
represent  applications  for  Emergency 
Exemptions. 


4497-P. 


7024-P. 
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nnoi<>llnn(i)  iltoclKi 


OOT-E  1862 _ 

DOT.e270e - 


OOT-E  2787 _ 


GStmt  Hy«au8cs.  kio.  Lot  48  CFR  173.302(a)(1).  175.3 _ 

AngalM.  CaW. 

Union  CattMa  Cwp..  Tanytown.  49  CFR  173.31S(a),  173.316 _ 

N.Y4  Qanlner  Oyogenica, 

RityUMon  Co..  Andovar,  Maaa —  49  CFR  173.302(a)(1),  175.3 _ 


OOT-E  3549 - 


OOT-E  4242 _ 


MMaubiibi  kHamalionai  Cofp.. 

Maw  York,  N.Y. 

U.S.  Oapartmanl  ol  Enargy, 
WaiHngloa  O.C. 


48  CFR  173J02(a)(1).  175.3... 

49  <yR  173.77, 173.6S(a) _ 


U.S.  Oepartmanl  ol  Oatanaa,  49  CFR  173J7, 173.134 _ 

WaaNngloa  O.C. 

Staudar  Chanactf  Ca,  Waalpofl,  49  CFR  173.24Sa,  173.247„. 
Conn. 

Rad  M  Supiily  Inc..  Oklahoma  49  CFR  17^101, 173.315(a). 
CMy.OMa. 

Gravkiar  UmMad.  Sloiigh.  England  49  CFR  173.304 _ 


OOT-E  4338 - 


OOT.E4845 - 


U.S.  Environmental  Prolaclion  49  CFR  173J46, 173JS8, 
Agancy,  WaaNnglon.  0.(X  173J6S.  175.3, 175.30. 


Amcham  Producla.  Inc.,  Amblar,  49  CFR  173.264, 173.245, 
Pa.  173.263, 173.272, 173.256. 


Monaanlo  Co.,  St  Uxia,  Mo. 


49  CFR  173.60(a)(1),  173.87. 


FMC  c:0fp-  PMadtophia,  Pa . -...  49  CFR  173.366, 174.63(c) . 


. . .  OOT-E  6531 - 


OOT-E  6557 _ 


Tavoc,  Inc.,  Chataaorth,  Caw. 


49  CFR  173J02(aM1).  175J.. 


General  Fira  Extnguiaher  Coip..  48  CFR  173J,  178J6-4(c), 
Northbrook,  HI.  178.37-4(c).  178.50-4(c). 


OuBoia  Chemicab,  Qndnnali. 
Ohio. 

FMC  Corp.,  Phladelphia,  Pa~. 


49  CFR  173.256.. 


49  CFR  173.245(a)(4) _ 


....  OOT-E  6932 - 

.  OOT-E  7005 _ 


Ugina  KuMmwai,  Patia.  France...  48  CFR  173264(bK4).. 


Bigmar  SchmidI  Laurent  Paha,  46  CFR  90.05-35;  49  (TR  Part 
France;  Eurolainar  Co.,  Paiia,  173. 

FrMwe;  LOWACO.  SA. 

Qaneva,  SelOertend; 

CompagrHa  daa  Corebrrara 
Reamvoira,  Net4Hy-aur-Seine. 

Frino^;  Traraconliinor  LMting 
SA,  Qatrava,  Sirttzorland; 

So  date  Anonyma  Pour 
L'lnduatriaa  Chimiquo, 

UuiioiiM.  ^^**<*»  Francs. 

Cone  MiRt  Corp..  Graoraboro,  49  CFR  173.249(aM7) _ 

N.C. 

WMler  Kiddo  and  Co  .  BatauBa.  49CFR  173J02(a)(1). 

NJ.  173J04(a)(1).  (d)(3). 

173J38(a)(2).  173.337(aM1). 
175J. 

Atlaa  Powdar  Co..  Oalaa.  Taa —  48  CFR  173.182(c) - 


Atlaa  Powder  Co.,  Oalaa,  Taa. 


Union  Cmbido  (>)tp.,  Tanytown,  48  CFR  173J04M(1) . . 

N.Y. 

Oow  ChamicM  Co..  Freaport  48  CFR  173.154. 173220(^(2). 
Tax4  Reada  Manulackaing  Co.  176.78(g)(5). 

Inc^  Lakahural.  N.J. 

Tba  MaM  SaHng  Corp.  Pulrim.  49  CFR  173.154. 173.220M2)». 
Corvt 

Union  Carbida  Corp.,  TartykMn.  48  CFR  173204, 173215 - 

N.Y. 

Commercia!  Lovalaca  Motor  48  CFR  173241(a) - 

Freight  Inc.,  Cdumbua,  Ohio; 

ir^armountain  Expraw 
(>>.,  Walnul  Creak,  CaM.; 

Qordona  Tranaporta,  bic., 

Mamphia.  Tarw. 


To  ahip  a  nonflammable  gaa  in  a  hydraulc  acoumu- 
Mor.  (Modaa  1, 2. 3, 4.) 

To  ahip  a  flammabla  iquaflad  compraaaed  gaa  in  a 
nott.OOT  apacWcaiion  cargo  tank.  (Mode  1.) 

To  ahip  certain  norHarranable  compreaaad  gaa  in  a 
norvOOT  apedfleation  praaaure  veaaat  (Modaa  1. 
2.3,4.) 

To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  2767.  (Saa  Appl- 
calon  No.  2787-P).  (Modaa  1. 2. 3. 4.) 

To  aNp  oartain  Ctaaa  A  aaploa^  in  apedal  oom- 
poaMa  bag/drum/woodan  boa  packaging.  (Modaa 
1.2.) 

.  To  alap  oartain  pyroloric  mixture  in  a  non-OOT 
apacWcaiion  aluminum  praaaure  uaaael.  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  ahip  comoawe  Iquida  in  DOT  Spedlicalion 
3AA2015  eyindera  and  (XIT  Spedfleation  51 
pottobla  twika.  (Modaa  1. 2. 3.) 

.  To  become  a  party  to  Exemption  4497.  (Sea  Appi- 
calion  No.  4497-P).  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  aNp  a  nocWammebla,  nonlquolied  compreaaad 
gaa  in  toraigmmeda  non-OOT  apedfleation  atoal 
eyindara.  (Modaa  1,  2.) 

To  ahip  certain  Ctaaa  B  poiaona  in  amal  giaaa  viala 
oveipacked  in  fiberboard  boxea.  (Modaa  t,  2,  4, 
5.) 

To  ahip  oartain  corroaive  matariala  in  a  notvOOT 
apadfication  atoal  portable  tank,  polyelhylene 
Ined.  (Modaa  t,  2.) 

.  To  ahip  a  Ctaaa  A  axploaive  in  DOT  Spedfleation 
12H  flbaiboerd  boxaa.  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  ahip  Claaa  B  poiaon  aoUa  in  DOT  Specification 
56  matai  portable  tanka  wHh  certain  exceptiona. 
(Modea  1,2.) 

.  To  manuiaclure,  neak  and  ael  notvOOT  apecWce- 
lon  praaaure  veaaoN  tor  ahipment  at  nonflamme- 
bla  compreaaad  gaaaa.  (Modaa  1, 2.  4, 5.) 

To  Wiip  certain  nonflammable  oompreaaed  gaaea  in 
cyfirrdara  complying  with  DOT  Spedfleation  3A, 
3AA  or  4B  ew^  lor  deviation  from  inapactor'a 
report  (Modea  1,  2.  3, 4,  5.) 

.  To  ahip  a  cotroaiva  fiquid  in  (X3T  Spedlicalion  MC- 
311  told  MC-312  cargo  tanka.  (Mode  1.) 

_  To  aNp  phoaphoric  add  in  DOT  SpacWcation  5 
dnjma.  (Moda  1.) 

..  To  aNp  anhydroua  hydrofluoric  add  in  a  notvOOT 
apadicalion  portabla  tank.  (Modaa  1. 3.) 

To  aNp  oattoin  flammable,  corroaive.  Ctoaa  B  poi¬ 
aona  and  combuallito  Iquida  and  ORM-A  matoti- 
ala  in  non-OOT  apadflcalon  portable  tanka. 
(Modea  1, 2.  3.) 


To  bacoma  a  patty  to  Exemption  7024.  (See  Appfl- 
calon  No.  7024-P).  (Moda  1.) 

To  manulacture,  mark  and  ael  norvOCTT  apedhea- 
lion  aluminum  cyUndara  lor  aNpment  ol  com- 
praaaed  gaaea  and  other  hazardoua  matariala. 
(Modaa  1, 2.  3.  4.) 

To  ahip  certain  oadteing  materiala  in  a  colaptibto 
mbbar  oontainar.  (Moda  1.) 

To  aNp  a  nonflammable  compraiaed  gaa  mMura 
containing  afltytona  oxida  hi  a  nonrofliabla  DOT 
Spadlcalon  39  eyindar.  (Modea  1. 2, 3.) 

To  aNp  cartain  flammable  aolda  in  a  DOT  Spedli- 
calon  56  aluminum  portable  lank.  (Modaa  1,  2. 
3.) 

To  bacoma  a  party  to  Exemption  7423.  (See  Appl- 
calon  No.  7423-^ 

To  ahip  Iquid  argon  in  a  norvOOT  apadflcalon  porv 
afala  lank.  (Modaa  1. 3.) 

To  Iranaport  caaaa  B  poiaona.  contained  in  a  ape- 
dafly  daaignad  reuaabla  ovarpack,  in  flw  aama 
veNcIa  wlh  loodatull,  lead  or  any  odtar  adtola 
matorlat  (Moda  t.) 


NEW  Exemptions 


OOT-EMIS.. 


OagusM  CwMrsI  Trsmport  DapL.  49  CFR  173^,  173^283. 
Frankhirt,  Qsnnany.  173.352. 


a048-N. 

8050-N. 


80e7-N _ 

8109-N - 


OOT-E8048. 


—  DOT-E8059. 


0Or-E8088. 


0OT-E8087... 


OOT-E  8109 _ 


8109-P.. 

8132-N. 


OOT-E  8109. 
DOT-E0132.. 


8183-N.._ 


ei83-P;. 

ei74-N. 

8180-N. 


OOT-E  8163..... 

OOT-E  8163 _ 

OOT-E  8174. 

OOT-E  8180. 


Amoco  ProducHon  Ca.  TuIm. 
OMs. 

Acurax  Aarottwnn.  Mountain 
VMw.CMH. 


49  CFR  172.101. 173.302(a)- 
49  CFR  173J02(a)(1).  175J- 


Booing  Aoroapaco  Co..  SaatOa,  49  CFR  173.119.. 


Union  Cartwla  Corp..  Bound 
Brook.  NJ. 

Fauvel^at,  Pario,  Franca  _. 


Loaraoo.  SA.  Qanava. 
SaMzartand. 


49  CER  173.154.. 


WaNt 

Fauval^jiral,  Paria.  Franca. 


49  CFR  90.05-35:  49  CFR  P«1 
173. 

49  CFR  90.05-35: 49  CFR  Pwt 
173. 

49  CFR  173J83.  173.385 _ 


49CFRPW1173. 


Traniporta  kSamalionaux 
Contiintn  SvAu  Pthti  Frsnc#. 
BaNimora  Airways,  Inc..  Qian 
Bumia.  Md. 


49  CFR  Pwt  173.. 


49  CFR  172.101. 172.204(c)(3). 
173.27. 175.30(a)(7). 
173.320(b). 

Swacoo  Tw*  wid  Mwwiacturing  49  CFR  173.136(a)(3). 

Corp..  San  Frandaco.  CaW.  173.247(a)(7). 


To  ship  oaitain  ooddbors,  oorroakraa  and  B 
poiaonous  malorlals  in  a  norvOOT  tpmMuHon 
portaUa  tanks.  (Modas  1. 2. 3.) 

To  Mp  unboatad  natural  gas  in  staMass  sisal. 
norvOOT  apacWcallon  cylndars.  (Mods  1.) 

To  manutodura.  mwk  and  sat  nonDOT  apacWca- 
tkm  Wamant  wound  roMorood  plaaic  akaiinum 
Inad  cylndars  tor  sliipmant  ot  oartain  nonWamma- 
Ua  compraaaod  gasas.  (Modas  1. 2. 3. 4. 5.) 

To  ship  cartain  Bammabla  Iquid  in  a  nortOOT  apao- 
Mcalion  waldad  aluminum  tar*  inaida  a'woodan 
contalnar.  (Mods  1.) 

To  ahip  a  walw  reacthro  sold  in  (X)T  SpacMcation 
56  portabla  tanks.  (Moda  1.) 

To  ship  cartain  hazardoua  maturiali  in  nonDOT 
spadlcalon  Marmodal  portablo  tanks.  (Modas  1. 
Z3.) 

To  baooma  a  party  to  Examplon  8109.  (Saa  App5 
calan  No.  8109-P).  (Modas  1. 2. 3.) 

To  maka  a  ona4ima  ahipmant  of  a  Ctaas  B  poison 
sold  in  a  norvOOT  spaciAcalion  woodan  boot 
(Mods  14 

To  ship  cartain  fiammabia,  oorroakra.  Claaa  B 
poison  and  comfaustUa  Iquida  in  non-OOT  ^wci- 
HcsHon  poftiiito  tifiAf  (ModM  Is  2t  3*) 

To  baooma  a  party  to  Examption  8163.  (Saa  App5 
cation  No.  8163-P).  (Modes  1.  2. 3.) 

To  iranaport  cartain  Cloas  A.  B.  and  C  wgiioaivss  in 
cargo^Nly  aircraft.  (Mode  4.) 


To  marMlaclura.  mark  and 
Ion  staal  dMna  for 
als  and  fiammabia  Iguida 


sal  norvOOT 

of  OOffOifvO 

(Modas  1.2.) 


EMEnoENCv  Exemptions 

APPUCATIONS  NKEIVEO  AND  OftANTEO 
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Obmu 

77S6-X— ftoquMt  by  VailM  Attodrtw.  Inc.,  Palo  ANo.  CaM.— To  uaa  boat  aaaM  glnaa  ampulaa  in  a  polyNinylchlorida  iMto  ouWdo  oomabiar  ter  anteyHrrt  atendtedt.  daiM  Aort  18, 
1979. 

S100-N— Raquaat  by  Bal  Broteara,  Inc.,  Anchorage,  Alaaka— To  banaport  propana  In  DOT  SpacWcallon  51  portabte  tanka  aboani  cargoonly  abctaH  0-92,  dantod  April  5, 1979. 

9122  N  nequaat  by  IBM  Corporation,  Princaton.  NJ.— To  aNp  hydrochloric  add  mMura  in  laavOOT  apacifcalion  MMrgteaa  rainterood  piaaltr  pnnahia  tanka  by  motor  waNcla.  darted  April 
18, 1979. 

8131-N-Raquaat  by  Nalionai  Aaronaubca  and  Spaca  Admlrtelratloa  WaaWngten,  0.0— To  banaport  caygan  in  a  non^XTT  apadlcaBon  amtdad  praiaura  vaaaal  daacribad  aa  a  portabte 
aacondary  oxygan  Ma-aupport  ayatem,  darted  April  18, 1979. 

termonawAL 

8626-P— ftequaat  by  Zknmar  WakSng  Supptea  ft  Sarvica  Inc..  BrooMyn,  N.Y.— To  bacoma  a  party  to  Eaamption  8828  tor  aNpmatd  ol  cartain  compraaaad  gaaaa  to  DOT  spTjaf^ii«r.  aa  or 


3AA  qftndara,  amhdraam  April  25, 1979. 

J.  R.  Groihe, 

Chief.  Exemptions  Branch.  Office  of 
Hazardous  Materials  Regulation.  Materials 
Transportion  Bureau, 

|FR  Doc.  79-18135  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am| 

BIUJNQ  CODE  4810-80-M 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

Calenclar  of  Meetinga  Open  to  the 
Public 

Below  is  a  list  of  NHTSA-sponsored 
meetings  which  are  planned  over  the 
next  2  years  and  in  which  public  interest 
or  participation  is  expected.  The  list, 
which  will  be  revised  and  republished 
periodically,  is  for  planning.  Meeting 
dates  and  places,  particul^y  those 
scheduled  for  the  second  year,  are 
subject  to  change. 

June  to  July  1979 

Public  Meeting  on  National  Driver 
Register  Study  (City  location  and 
dates  below) 

Purpose:  The  National  Driver  Register 
(NRD)  functions  as  a  central  point  for 
the  exchange  of  information  between 
States  concerning  the  driving  records  of 
persons  who  apply  for  drivers'  licenses. 

A  State  participates  by  sending  the  NRD 
a  record  of  each  license  revocation  or 
suspension,  and  by  querying  the  NRD 
before  it  issues  a  license  to  an  applicant. 
In  this  way,  the  States  can  avoid  issuing 
licenses  to  persons  whose  recent  driving 
records  contains  violations  that  should 
keep  them  off  the  road. 

As  the  States  have  moved  toward 
faster  licensing  procedures,  the  NRD's 
reliance  on  the  mails  has  often  made  its^ 
use  inconvenient.  To  examine  this 
problem,  and  the  overall  question  of  the 
effectiveness  of  the  NRD,  Congress  has 
directed  the  Department  of 
lYansportation  to  study  the  NRD  and  to 
report  the  results  of  this  study  by 
Dumber  31, 1979. 

The  study  will  coven  (1)  Information 
to  be  placed  in  the  register;  (2)  the 
accessibility  of  such  information 
(including  privacy  safeguards);  (3)  the 
necessary  computer  electronic 
equipment;  (4)  means  of  keeping 
information  current;  and  (5)  whether  an 
NRD  system  can  effectively  operate  on  a 
State  v(^untaiy  participation  basis. 


In  order  to  solicit  the  views  of  States 
and  local  officials  and  other  interested 
individuals,  NHTSA  will  hold  public 
meetings  at  the  following  times  and 
places: 

Monday,  June  18, 1979,  Sheraton 
Sand-Key  Hotel,  1160  Gulf  Blvd., 
Clearwater  Beach,  Florida,  IMMM) 
p.m. 

Tuesday,  June  26, 1979,  ftandywine 
Hilton  Inn,  Delaware  Room,  1-05  & 
Naamans  Road,  Qaymont  Delaware 
(Wilmington),  lKX)-4:00  pjn. 

Friday,  July  20. 1979,  Del  Webb’s 
Towne  House,  100  East  darendan 
Avenue,  Phoenix,  Arizona,  9:00-12:00 
noon. 

Coordinator  Claji^.  Hall,  Traffic 
Safety  Programs  (Nl^ll),  202-426- 
9581. 

June  19-21. 1979 

National  Highway  Safety  Advisory 
Committee  Meeting,  Washington, 
D.C 

Purpose:  Progress  reports  of  the 
Conunittee's  task  forces  will  be  heard. 
Reports  and  recommendations  for  the 
Secretary.  Department  of 
Transportation,  may  be  prepared. 

Coordinator.  Robert  Doherty, 
Executive  Secretariat  (NOA-10),  202- 
426-2872. 

June  1970 

Child  Passenger  Protection  Workshops 
(City  locations  and  dates  below) 
Purpose:  To  assist  interested 
organizations  to  inform  parents  of  the 
importance  of  using  restraint  systems 
when  their  children  are  riding  in 
automobiles.  Meeting  are  scheduled  as 
follows:  June  21-22,  battle;  June  25-26, 
Beridey,  CA. 

Coordinaton  Elaine  Winestein,  Traffic 
Safety  Programs  (NTS-14),  202-426- 
2180. 

June  to  September  1979 

Occupant  Protection  Workshops  for 
State  Officials  (City  locations  and 
dates  below) 

Purpose:  The  NHTSA  manual  on 
sdety  belt  usage  prepared  to  assist 
States  to  develop  comprehensive  Safety 
Belt  Usage  programs  will  be  introduced 
to  appropriate  State  officials.  Sdiedule: 
June  20-22,  Albany.  New  Yoric  June  26- 


28  Kansas  City,  Missouri;  August — 
Baltimore;  September  5-7,  Denver; 
September  19-20,  Seattle. 

Coordinaton  James  L  Nichols,  Office 
of  Traffic  Safety  Programs  (NTS-14), 
202-426-2180 

June  to  December  1979 

NHTSA-Public-Industry  Technical 
Meetings,  EPA  Environmental 
Laboratory  Facility,  Ann  Arbor, 
Michigan. 

Purpose:  Technical,  interpretative  or 
procedural  questions  from  the  public 
and  industry  regarding  NHTSA’s 
bunqier,  vehicle  safety  and  consumer 
informatioil  program  will  be  answered. 
Questions  may  relate  to  the  research 
and  development  rulemaking,  or 
enforcement  (including  defects)  phases 
of  these  activities.  Schedule:  June  20; 
August  15;  October  17;  December  19. 

Coordinaton  Wm.  H.  Marsh, 

Executive  Secretariat  (NOA-10),  202- 
426-2872. 

August  1970 

Evaluation  of  Feasibility  of  a  Single 
Beam  Headlighting  System;  Final 
Contractor  Brief ing,  Trans  Point 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  To  report  results  of  a 
research  study  designed  to  determine 
the  parameters  of  beam  patterns  for 
improved  low  beam  headlamps. 

Comdinaton  Michael  Peret  Research 
and  Development  (NRD-41),  202-755- 
8753. 

August  or  September  1979 

Results  of  Computer  Analysis  of  Vehicle 
Side  Structure,  Washington,  D.C. 
Purpose:  Research  results  from 
validation  and  application  of  the 
WRECKER  program  used  in  analyzing 
vehicle  side  structures  will  be  presented. 
WRECKER  is  a  computer  program  to  do 
'finite  element  analysis  of  automobile 
structures  under  crash  loadings.  The 
word  is  a  nickname,  not  an  acronym. 

Coordinator.  William  T.  HolloweU, 
Research  and  Development  (NRD-12). 
202-426^4862. 

September  10-11, 1979 

Public  Meeting  on  Heavy  Duty  Truck 
Safety,  Washington,  D.C. 
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Purpose:  To  solicit  comments  and 
suggestions  from  the  drivers,  owners, 
manufacturers,  as  well  as  interested 
individuals  and  organizations  on  the 
adequacy  of  NFfTSA’s  Five  Year 
Rulemaldng  I^an  as  related  to  heavy 
duty  truck  safety. 

Coordinator:  Anees  A.  Adil, 
Rulemaking  (NRM-ll),  202-428-2715. 

September  27-29, 1979 

National  Highway  Safety  Advisory 
Committee  Meeting— Orientation 
for  New  Members,  Cliffside  Motor 
Inn,  Harpers  Ferry.  West  Virginia. 
Purpose:  Orientation  session  for 
newly  appointed  members  of  the 
Committee. 

Coordinator  Robert  Doherty. 

Executive  Secretariat  (NOA-IO),  202- 
426-2872. 

October  16-17, 1979 

Biomechanics  Advisory  Committee 
Meeting,  DOT  Headquarters ' 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  This  Committee  reviews 
NHTSA's  procedures,  programs  and 
projects  requiring  the  use  of  live  and 
deceased  humans  for  research  in  order 
to  validate  the  need  for  such  use,  to 
minimize  the  risk  of  injury  to  volunteers, 
and  to  assure  the  rights  and  dignity  of 
the  subjects. 

Coordinator  Kathy  Hasse,  Executive 
Secretariat  (NOA-10),  202-426-2872. 

October  23-25. 1979 

National  Highway  Safety  Advisory 
Committee,  DOT  Headquarters 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  Progress  reports  of  the 
Committee's  task  forces  will  be  heard. 
Reports  and  recommendations  for  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation,  may  be 
prepared. 

Coordinator  Robert  Doherty, 

Executive  Secretariat  (NOA-11),  202- 
426-2872. 

October  31-November  2, 1979 

International  Conference  on  Automotive 
Fuel  Economy  Research, 

Washington,  D.C.  (Sheraton- 
International  Hotel, 

Arlington,  Virginia). 

Purpose:  Automotive  fuel  economy 
research  and  technology  will  be 
exchanged. 

Coordinator  James  C.  Shively, 
Research  and  Development  (NRD-10) 
202-426-1551 

November  1979 

Symposium  on  Side  Impact  Protection, 
Washington,  D.C 

Purpose:  To  provide  a  public  forum  for 
the  exchange  of  information  on  side 


impact  protection  and  to  inform  the 
public,  press,  and  industry  of  the  status 
of  the  NHTSA  rulemaking  activities  in 
upgrading  side  impact  protection. 

Coordinator  August  Buigett, 
Rulemaking  (NRM-12),  202-426-2802  or 
James  Hackney,  Research  and 
Development  (NRD-12),  202-426-4881. 

November  of  December  1979 

International  Symposium  on  Automobile 
Ratings,  Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  To  exchange  information  on 
the  “state-of-the-art"  of  automobile 
ratings.  The  symposium  will  provide  a 
forum  for  an  in-depth  examination  of  the 
various  methods  used  to  rate 
crashworthiness,  damageability  and 
ease  of  diagnosis  and  repair. 

Experienced  technical  experts,  rating 
groups,  insurance  and  auto  industry 
representatives  and  consumer 
representatives  will  present  their  views 
on  current  and  proposed  ways  used  to 
rate  automobiles. 

Two-thirds  of  the  time  will  be  devoted 
to  technical  presentations,  reviewing 
current  and  proposed  methods  of  rating 
automobiles.  One-third  will  be 
dedicated  to  developing  requirements  - 
for  the  ratings. 

Coordinator.  Jack  Gillis,  Rulemaking 
(NRM-30).  202-426-1740. 

November  or  December  1979 

Public  Hearing  on  Proposed  Light  Truck 
Average  Fuel  Economy  Standard  for 
Model  Years  ’  1982-1984, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  Public  comments  on  the  - 
proposed  fuel  economy  standard  for 
light  trucks  and  vans  for  model  years' 
1982-1984  will  be  received. 

Coordinator.  Prank  Turpin, 

Rulemaking  (NRM-21),  202-472-6902. 

December  3-5, 197 

National  Conference  on  Child  Passenger 
Protection,  Sheraton  International 
Convention  Center,  Reston,  Virginia. 
Purpose:  Specialists  in  the  field  of 
highway  safety  and  child  development 
will  meet  to  excliange  information  on 
ways  to  increase  the  use  of  child 
restraints  designed  for  motor  vehicles. 

Coordinator  Elaine  Winestein, 
Traffice  Safety  Programs  (NTS-14).  202- 
426-2180. 

January  1960 

Motorcycle  Accident  Factors  Research, 
DOT  Headquarters  Building, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Purpose:  Results  of  a  research  study 
to  determine  the  caiues  of  motorcycle 
accidents,  the  causes  of  injuries,  the 
severity  of  the  injuries  and  effective 


methods  of  reducing  accidents,  deaths, 
and  injuries  will  be  reported. 

Coordinator  Nicholas  G.  Tsongos, . 
Research  and  Development  (NRD-32), 
202-426-4820. 

April  1900 

Symposium  on  Vehicle  Agressivity  and 
Compatibility,  Washi^on  D.C., 
Purpose:  Research  on  vehicle 
aggressivity  and  improved  compatibility 
will  be  presented.  Techniques  for  testing 
compliance  with  vehicle  compatibility 
requirements  will  be  discussed. 

Coordinator  James  R.  Hackney, 
Research  and  Development  (NRD-12), 
202-428-4862 

November  1900 

Symposium  on  Motor  Vehicle  Fuel 
Economy  Research:  Contractors’ 
Coordination  Meeting,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Purpose:  Progress  reports  on  the 
contracts  which  have  been  funded 
through  the  Automotive  Fuel  Economy 
Research  Program  will  be  given.  How 
individual  tasks  fit  into  the  research  and 
rulemaking  program  and  the  thrust  of 
the  Automotive  Fuel  Economy  Program 
will  be  explained. 

Coordinator  Charles  Gauthier. 
Research  and  Development  (NRD-31). 
202-426-2957. 

Persons  desiring  additional 
information  on  a  particular  meeting  may 
write  or  phone  the  coordinator  indicated 
above. 

Address  for  Meeting  Coordinators: 

The  Office  of  RulemaUng;  The 
Executive  Secretariat;  The  Office  of 
Traffic  Safety  Programs,  are  located  at: 
DOT  Headquarters  Building,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Adj^nistration. 
400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C  20590. 

The  Office  of  Research  and 
Development  is  located  at:  Trans  Point 
Building.  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  2100  Second 
Street  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  6, 1979. 
Wm.  H.  March, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  7S-1S372  FIM  e-U-79;  ass  am] 

-  BiUMO  coos  ssM-aa 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notioe  No.  95] 

Assignmont  of  Hearings 

June  11. 1979 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing, 
postponement  cancellation  or  oral 
argument  appear  below  and  will  be 
published  only  once.  This  list  contains 
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prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Oflicial  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  notices 
of  cancellation  of  hearings  as  promptly 
as  possible,  but  interested  parties 
should  take  appropriate  steps  to  insure 
that  they  are  notified  of  cancellation  of 
postponements  of  hearings  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

MC-82841  (Sub-229F),  Hunt  Transportation, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  12, 
1979  (2  days),  at  Dallas,  TX,  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

FD-29021F,  Consolidated  Rail  Corporation 
(Conrail) — Discontinuance  of  Passenger 
trains  Nos.  453-456  Between  Vaparaiso,  IN, 
And  Chicago,  IL,  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  June  25, 1979  3  days),  at  Chicago,  flU  and 
will  be  held  in  Room  No.  1944C,  Everett 
McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn 
St. 

MC-2900  (Sub-342F),  Ryder  Truck  Lines.  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  continued  hearing  on  July 
11, 1979  (3  days),  at  Birmingham,  AL,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC-107678  (Sub-69F).  Hill  &  Hill  Truck  Line. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  17, 
1979  (9  days),  at  Denver,  CO,  is  canceled 
and  reassigned  to  July  17, 1979  (9  days),  at 
Houston,  TX,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC-C-10166,  North  American  Van  Lines, 

Inc.,  MoUoy  Bros.  Trucking,  Inc.  Aero 
Mayflower  Transit  Company,  Inc.,  Dahill 
Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  Inc.  Paramount 
Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  and  Red  Ball  Van 
Lines,  Inc. — Investigation  And  Revocation 
of  Certificates,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
June  26, 1979  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  DC. 
MC-115162  (Sub424F),  Poole  Truck  Line, 
MC-115311  (Sub-293F).  J  ft  M 
Transportation  Co.  Inc.,  now  assigned  for 
continued  hearing  on  July  9, 1979  (3  days), 
at  New  Orleans,  LA,  and  will  be  held  at  the 
Monteleone  Hotel.  214  Royal  Street. 
MC-107678  (Sub-69in.  Hill  ft  Hill  Truck  Line. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  17, 
1979  (9  days),  at  Houston,  TX,  and  will  be 
held  at  Whitehall  Hotel.  1700  Smith  Street. 
MC-123407  (Sub478F).  Sawyer  Transport, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  June  25, 
1979  (5  days),  at  Denver.  CO,  and  will  be 
held  in  Division  2,  Court  of  Appeals,  U.S. 
Court  House,  1929  Stout  Street. 

MC-128270  (Sub-33F),  Rediehs  Interstate  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  June  25. 1979 
(5  days),  at  Denver,  CO,  and  will  be  held  in 
Division  2,  Court  of  Appeals,  U.S.  Court 
House.  1929  Stout  Street. 

MC-114457  (Sub424F),  Dart  Transit 
Company,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
June  20, 1979  (1  day),  at  Denver,  CO,  and 
will  be  held  in  Division  2,  Court  of  Appeals, 
U.S.  Court  House,  1929  Stout  Street 
MC-111545  (Sub-255F),  Home  Transportation 
Company,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  continued 
hearing  on  July  17, 1979  (4  days),  at  Reno. 
NV,  and  will  be  held  in  Room  211,  Bureau 


of  Mines,  University  of  Reno,  Nevada 
Campus,  1605  Evans,  Ave. 

MC-^140247  (Sub-2F),  Allstate  Charter  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  23. 
1979  (2  days),  at  San  Francisco.  CA,  and 
will  1m  held  in  Room  510, 5th  Floor,  211 
Main  Street. 

FF-514F,  Southern  Pacific  Marine  Transport 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  July  25, 1979  (3 
days),  at  San  Francisco,  CA,  in  Room  510, 
5th  Floor.  211  Main  Street. 

MC-115828  (Sub-36lF),  W.  J.  Digby,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  June  21, 1979  (2 
days),  at  Denver,  CO,  and  will  be  held  in 
Division  2,  Court  of  Appeals,  U.S.  Court 
House,  1929  Stout  Street 

MC-107678  (Sub^F),  Hill  ft  Hill  Truck  Line 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  June  17, 
1979  (9  days),  at  Houston,  TX.  and  will  be 
held  in  the  I^ite  Hall  Hotel,  1700  Smith 
Street. 

MC-107295  (Sub-896F),  Pre-Fab  Transit 
Company,  now  assi^ed  for  hearing  on  July 
16. 1979  (2  days),  at  Billings,  MO,  and  will 
be  held  in  Room  No.  3033  Federal  Bldg..  316 
N.  26th  Street 

MC-115031  (Sub-68F),  Bee  Line 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for 
hearing  on  July  18, 1979,  (3  days),  at 
Billings,  MO.  and  will  be  held  in  Room  No. 

'  3033  Federal  Bldg.,  316  N.  26th  Street 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr^ 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  7B-18SS1  Filed  S-13-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Financa  Docket  No.  29021F] 

Consolidatod  Rail  Corp.  (Conrail)— 
Oiscontiniiance  of  Paaaenger  Trains 
Noa.  453-456  Between  Valparaiso,  IN, 
and  Chicago,  IL 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Office  of  Policy  and 
Analysis,  Energy  and  Environment 
Branch. 

action:  Notice  of  availability  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  dealing 
with  action  contemplated  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding. 

summary:  On  June  15, 1979  the  Energy 
and  Environment  Branch  will  serve  on 
the  public  and  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  a  copy  of  the 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
prepared  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding.  Copies  of  this  document  will 
be  available  at  the  Washington 
headquarters  and  Chicago  Held  office  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
This  notice  is  intended  as  a  supplement 
to  that  which  will  be  published  by  EPA 
(approximately  one  week  later),  if  upon 
review  it  finds  the  subject  statement  to 
be  acceptable  for  filing.  It  is  hoped  that 
this  early  notice  will  afford  interested 
parties  additional  time  to  review  the 
document  before  hearings  on  the  matter, 


which  are  scheduled  to  commence  in 
Chicago  on  June  25, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Steve  Botts  (Washington,  D.C.  office) 
Telephone:  202-275-7917,  or 
Duty  (Officer  (Chicago  office)  Telephone:  312- 
353-6125. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  79-18583  Filed  8-13-79: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


Motor  Carrier  Board  Transfer 
Proceedings 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
fireight  forwarder  transfer  applications 
filed  under  Section  212(b).  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  fi'om 
approval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the 
application,'  which  may  include  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30 — days  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Failure 
seaonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
representative(s),  or  applicants  (if  no, 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protestes  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant 
believes  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  the  request 
shall  be  supported  by  an  explanation  as 
to  why  the  evidence  sought  to  be 
presented  cannot  reasonably  be 
submitted  through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synoposes  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

No.  MC-FC-78171  filed  May  29, 1979. 
By  decision  of  June  7, 1979,  the  Motor 
Carrier  Board  approved  the  transfer  to 
Fiunal  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  503 1st  Ave., 
North,  Altoona,  lA  50009  of  operating 
rights  held  by  Ray  Burris  Truck  Line, 
Inc.  (same  address)  in  permits  Nos.  MC 
142805  and  MC  142805  Sub  1.  issued 
March  10, 1978,  and  March  6. 1979, 
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authoriziiig  dry  soybean  meal,  from 
Redfield,  lA,  and  points  in  Polk  County, 
lA,  to  portions  of  MO,  NE,  and  MN, 
under  contract  with  Cargill,  Inc.,  and  A. 
E.  Staley  Manufacturing  Company: 
soybean  meal,  from  points  in  Polk 
County,  lA,  to  Freeport.  Rockford, 
Dixon,  Mendota,  Bushnell,  Monmouth, 
Beardstown  and  Rock  Island,  IL,  imder 
contract  with  A.  E.  Staley;  and 
defluorinated  phostate  firom  Rock 
Island,  IL,  to  Baxter,  lA,  under  contract 
with  Gooch  Feed  Mill  Corporation. 
Transferee  holds  no  authority  from  the 
Commission,  but  owns  transferor. 
Representative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309. 
H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

P'r  Doc  7S-18S80  Filed  »-13-70;  lk4S  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  703S-01-4I 


[Notice  No.  98]  ^ 

Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Applications 

June  8, 1979. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  dae 
the  notice  of  the  filing  of  ^e  application 
is  published  in  the  F^eral  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on 
the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the 
operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  "SUB”  number  and  quoting  the 
particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will 
provide  and  the  amount  and  type  of 
equipment  it  will  make  available  for  use 
in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application. 

The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be 
governed  by  the  completeness  and 
pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  frum  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 


Secretary.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Note. — ^All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

Republication:  Previously  published 
March  8, 1979  in  Federal  Register. 
Purpose  of  republication  is  to  show 
origin  and  destination  points. 

MC  140489  (Sub-18TA),  filed  January 
29, 1979.  Applicant:  ROBERTS 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  U.S.  Highway 
South,  P.O.  Drawer  G,  Poteau,  OK  74953. 
Representative:  Prentiss  Shelley  (same 
as  applicant).  Contract  carrier:  irregular 
routes.  (1)  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
clothing,  bedspreads,  curtains,  draperies 
and  similar  soft  goods,  (2)  clothing, 
bedspreads,  curtains,  draperies  and 
similar  soft  goods,  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles)  between  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Restricted  to  traffic  destined  to 
or  shipped  from  the  facilities  of  the 
Kellwood  Company.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Kellwood  Company,  200 
Sears  Road,  Perry,  Georgia  31069.  Send 
protests  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  3108  Federal  Office  Building, 
700  West  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  AR  72201. 

By  the  Commission. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-18582  Filed  8-13-79;  8:45  am) 
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(Hnance  Docket  No.  28799  (Sub-Nos.  7  and 
8)1 

Los  Angeiss  &  Salt  Lake  City  Railroad 
Co.  and  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co.— 
Trackage  Rights  Over  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Co.  in  Orange  County 
and  in  Los  Angeles/Long  Beach 
Harbor,  Calif. 

Los  Angeles  and  Salt  Lake  city 
Railroad  Company  (LASL)  and  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  (UP),  1416 
Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  NE,  represented 
by  Peter  W.  Hohenhaus  and  Mark  A. 
Kalafut,  of  the  same  address,  hereby 
give  notice  that  on  May  16, 1979,  they 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C  two 
applications  under  49  U.S.C.  11343,  in 
Finance  Docket  No.  28799  (Sub-No.  7) 
and  Finance  Docket  No.  28799  (Sub-No. 
8),  seeking  approval  of  trackage  rights 
over  lines  of  ^uthem  Pacific 
Transportation  Company  (SPT) 
described  in  detail  below.  LASL  and  UP 


seek  these  trackage  rights  as  protective 
conditions  in  the  event  the  Commission 
approves  the  application  in  Finance 
Docket  No.  28799  (Sub-No.  1),  St.  Louis 
Southwestern  Railway  Company — 
Purchase  (Portion) —  William  M. 

Gibbons.  Trustee  of  the  Property  of 
Chicago.  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company.  Debtor.  Notice  of 
that  application,  as  well  as  the  directly 
related  application,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  26, 1979,  at 
44  FR  5563  (1979). 

Specifically  UP  and  LA&SL  propose  to 
acquire  trackage  rights  over  the 
following  portions  of  SPTs  lines  in  the 
Orange  County,  CA  area:  (1)  the  Puente 
Branch  between  Bartolo,  (at  SPTs 
jimction  with  UP'S  mainline)  and 
Studebaker,  CA,  a  distance  of  7.3  miles; 

(2)  the  Santa  Ana  Branch  between 
Studebaker,  CA  and  approximately 
milepost  513,  a  distance  of  15.4  miles 
(including  operating  rights  over  ail 
trackage  in  Anaheim,  CA,  linking  SPTs 
Santa  Ana  Branch  with  UP'S  Anaheim 
Branch),  and  the  Tustin  Branch  frx)m  the 
junction  with  the  Santa  Ana  Branch  at 
South  Anaheim  to  approximately 
milepost  513,  a  distance  of  1.1  miles;  and 

(3)  the  La  Habra  Branch  from  the 
junction  with  the  Puente  Branch  at  Los 
Nietos.  CA  to  SPTs  junction  with  UFs 
Anaheim  Branch  at  Colima,  CIA  a 
distance  of  4.3  miles. 

Applicants  also  seek  bridge  rights 
over  segments  of  the  following  SPT 
branches  to  the  Los  Angeles/Long  Beach 
Harbor  area;  Puenta,  Santa  Ana.  La 
Habra  and  Wilmington.  The  requested 
trackage  rights  be^  at  the  junction  of 
UFs  trackage  near  Redondo  Junction, 
continuing  westward  to  an  area  referred 
to  as  Amoco  (at  approximately  milepost 
485.7),  then  southward  on  SPTs 
Wilmington  Branch  through  an  area 
referred  to  as  Slausson  Junction  (at 
approximately  milepost  487.5).  The 
requested  track  continues  sor^Hward  on 
the  Wilmington  Branch  to  Dunu.iguez 
Junction  (at  milepost  496.5).  At  this 
poinL  SPTs  San  Pedro  Branch  parallels 
the  Wilmington  Branch  for 
approximately  1V4  miles  to  the  point  of 
the  Dolores  Yard  aroimd  Dominguez 
Street  (at  approximately  milepost  498).  It 
would  appear  either  of  these  two  tracks 
may  be  used  for  movements  between 
Dominguez  Junction  and  the  crossover, 
returning  through  movements  to  the  San 
Pedro  Branch.  'The  proposed  rights 
continue  southward  on  the  San  Pedreo 
Branch  to  a  point  referred  to  as  the 
Thenard  Tower  (at  approximately 
milepost  501.3)  then  eastward  around 
the  north  leg  of  a  wye  to  SPTs  Long 
Beach  Branch  continuing  to  a  point  east 
of  the  UP  Mead  Yard  (at  approximately 
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SFF s  milespost  503).  The  trackage  rights 
over  SRPs  Puente  Branch  have  an 
eastern  terminus  at  Bartolo,  connection 
at  Los  Nietos  with  SFTs  La  Habra 
Branch  (at  milepost  496.5],  continuing  to 
a  connection  with  the  Wilmington 
Branch  at  Slausson  Junction  (milepost 
487.7). 

These  two  applications  will  be 
consolidated  for  disposition  with  the 
applications  in  Finance  Docket  No. 

28799  (Sub-Nos.  1-6).  The  latter  matters 
are  the  subject  of  an  oral  hearing 
presently  being  conducted  by 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Peter  A. 

Fitzpatrick.  Future  procedural  matters  in 
Finance  Docket  No.  28799  (Sub-Nos.  7  ‘ 
and  8)  should  be  directed  to  Judge 
Fitzpatrick.  , 

The  Commission  is  accepting  these 
applications  for  consideration,  although 
they  are  deficient  in  several  ways.  LASL 
and  UP,  by  decision  served  Jime  14. 

1979,  have  been  advised  of  the  specific  « 
deficiencies  and  given  30  days  to 
complete  the  application. 

Persons  may  participate  formally  in 
the  proceedings  by  submitting  written 
comments  regard^  the  applications. 

Such  submissions  shall  include  the 

designation  both  for  these  proceedings 

(F.D.  No.  28799  (Sub-Nos.  7  and  8))  and 

F.D.  28799  (Sub-No.  1).  The  original  and 

two  copies  shall  be  filed  with  Ae 

Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 

Conunission,  Washington,  D.C.  10423,  x 

not  later  than  July  30, 1979  (45  days  after 

the  date  the  fiUng  of  the  applications  are 

published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Written  comments  shall  include  the 
following:  the  person’s  position,  e.g., 
party  protestant  or  party  in  support, 
regarding  the  proposed  transaction;  and 
specific  reasons  why  approval  would  or 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Additionally,  interested  persons  who  do 
not  intend  to  participate  formally  in  the 
proceedings  but  who  desire  to  comment  . 
thereon,  may  file  statements  and 
information  as  they  may  desire,  subject 
to  the  same  filing  and  service 
requirements.  Persons  submitting 
written  comments  to  the  Commission 
shall,  at  the  same  time,  serve  copies  of 
such  written  comments  upon  the 
applicant,  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation,  and  the  Attorney 
General. 

Dated:  June  11, 1979. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman  O'Neal,  Vice 
Chairman  Brown,  Commissioners  Stafford, 

Gresham,  Calpp  and  Christian.  Commissioner 
Christian  not  participating. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  TS-iaszs  Filed  6-13-79;  8:45  un] 
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contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 


Act’’  (Pub.  L  94-409)  S  U.S.C. 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADINQ 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  ]une  19. 1979. 

place:  2033  K  Street.  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C.,  5th  floor  hearing  room. 

status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Consideration  of  Application  for 
Designation  of  Financial  Futures  Including 
Staff  RespoQse  to  Federal  Reserve/Treasury 
Study: 

ACE  90  Day  T-Bill. 

COMEX  90DayT-BiU. 

CBOT  4-6  Year  Notes. 

CME  4  Year  Notes. 

Petition  of  Dowdex  Corporation  for 
waivers  of  certain  requirements  of 
Conunission  Rule  32.12(a)  which  presently 
preclude  Dowdex  from  granting  dealer 
options  on  silver  and  copper. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey  254-6314. 

(S-1180-79  Filed  S-12-78;  10:27  am) 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADINQ 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  11  a.m..  June  22. 1979. 

place:  2033  K  Street.  N.W..  Washington. 
D.C..  8th  Floor  Conference  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Market 
Surveillance  Matters. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Jane  Stuckey.  254-6314. 

I&-11S1-7S  nied  6-12-79;  10:27  ami 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.  on  Monday.  June 
18. 1979. 

place:  Board  Room.  6th  Floor.  FDIC 
Building.  550  17th  Street.  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C. 

status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Request  by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
for  a  report  on  the  competitive  factors 
involved  in  the  proposed  merger  of  National 
Community  Bank  of  New  Jersey.  Rutherford. 
New  Jersey,  and  Arcadia  National  Bank. 
Secaucus,  New  Jersey. 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  payment 
for  legal  services  rendered  and  expenses  , 
incurred  in  connection  with  receivership  and 
liquidation  activities: 

Hull  Towill,  Norman.  Barrett  &  Johnson. 
Augusta,  Georgia,  in  connection  with  the 
liquidation  of  First  Augusta  Bank  &  Trust 
Company,  Augusta,  Georgia. 

Kantrow,  Spaht,  Weaver  &  Walter,  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana,  in  connection  with  the 
liquidation  of  Republic  National  Bank  of 
Louisiana,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 

Parsons,  Canzona,  Blair  &  Warren,  Red 
Bank,  New  Jersey,  in  connection  with  the 
liquidation  of  The  Bank  of  Bloomfield. 
Bloomffeld,  New  Jersey. 

Kaye,  Scholer.  Fierman,  Hays  &  Handler, 
New  Yoik,  New  York,  in  connection  with  the 
receivership  of  American  Bank  &  Trust 
Company,  New  York.  New  York. 

Atkinson,  Mueller  &  Dean,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  connection  with  the  liquidation  of 
Franklin  National  Bank,  New  Yoik,  New 
Yoik. 

Kaye,  Scholer,  Fierman,  Hays  &  Handler, 
New  Yoik,  New  York,  in  connection  with  the 
liquidation  of  Franklin  National  Bank,  New 
York,  New  York. 

Appeals  pursuant  to  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  horn  the  Corporation's 
earlier  denial  or  partial  denial  of  requests  for 
records. 

Memorandum  proposing  the  appointment 
of  an  agent  for  service  of  process  in  the  State 
of  Mexico. 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Minutes  of  the  actions  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Liquidations,  Loans  and 
Purchases  of  Assets  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Bo^  of  Directors. 

Reports  of  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Bank  Supervision  with  respect  to  applications 
or  requests  approved  by  him  and  the  various 
Regional  Dir^ors  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Bomtl  of  Directors. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Hoyle  L  Robinson, 
Executive  Secreary  (202)  388-4425. 

(S-117S-79  Filwl  6-12-79;  1(fc27  am| 
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AGENCY:  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation. 

TIME  AND  date:  2:30  pjn.  on  Monday, 

June  18, 1979. 

place:  Board  Room,  6th  Floor,  FDIC 
Building,  550  17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washii^on,  D.C. 

status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Applications  for  F^eral  deposit  insurance: 

Citizens  Bank  of  Northpoit,  a  proposed 
new  bank  to  be  located  at  2100  McFarland 
Boulevard,  Northport  Alabama,  for  Federal 
deposit  insurance. 

Seaport  Citizens’  Bank,  a  proposed  new 
bank  to  be  located  at  639  Bryden  Avenue, 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance. 

Woodbum  State  Bank,  a  proposed  new 
bank  to  be  located  at  110  South  Pacific 
Highway.  Woodbium,  Oregon,  for  Federal 
deposit  insurance. 

Application  for  consent  to  merge  and 
establish  brandies: 

First  State  Bank,  Waynesboro,  Mississippi, 
an  insured  State  nonmember  bank,  for 
consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter  and  title, 
with  Bank  of  Leakesville,  Leakesville, 
Mississippi,  and  for  consent  to  establish  the 
three  offices  of  Bank  of  Leakesville  as 
branches  of  the  resultant  bank. 

Recommendations  regarding  the  liquidation 
of  a  bank's  assets  acquired  by  the 
Corporation  in  its  capadty  as  receiver, 
liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent  of  those 
assets: 

Case  No.  43,943-4. — Franklin  National 
Bcuik,  New  Yoric.  New  Yoik. 

Case  No.  43,946-4.— Franklin  National 
Bank,  New  Yoik,  New  Yoric. 

Recommendation  with  respect  to  payment 
for  legal  services  rendered  and  expenses 
incurred  in  connection  with  liquidation 
activities: 

Hughes,  Hubbard  &  Reed,  New  York,  New 
York,  in  connection  with  the  liquidation  of 
Franklin  National  Bank,  New  Yorii.  New 
York. 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation  or  termination  of  cease-and-desist 
proceedings,  termination-of-insurance 
proceedings,  or  suspension  or  removal 
proceedings  against  certain  insured  banks  or 
officers  or  dir^ors  thereof:  - 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  banks  auAorized  to  be  exempt  from 
disdosure  pursuant  to  tfie  provMons  of 
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subsections  (c)(6],  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b  (c)(e),  (c)(8).  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Personal  actions  regarding  appointments, 
promotions,  administrative  pay  increases, 
reassignments,  retirements,  separations, 
removals,  etc.: 

Names  of  employees  authorized  to  be 
exempt  from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(8)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C  552b  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Hoyle  L  Robinson, 
Executive  Secretary  (202)  389-4425. 

I&-117S-79  PUed  e-lS-79;  10:27  am] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  closed 
meeting  held  at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday, 
June  11, 1979,  the  Corporation’s  Board  of 
Directors  determined,  on  motion  of 
Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded 
by  Director  John  G.  Heimann 
(Comptroller  of  the  Currency),  concurred 
in  by  Director  William  M.  Isaac 
(Appointive),  that  Corporation  business 
required  its  addition  to  the  agenda  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting,  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  to  the  public,  of 
a  resolution  revising  certain  delegations 
of  authority  with  respect  to  liquidation 
activities. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  the  change  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matter  in  a  meeting 
open  to  public  observation;  and  that  the 
matter  was  eligible  for  consideration  in 
a  closed  meeting  by  authority  of 
subsection  (c)(2)  of  the  “Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(2)). 

Dated:  jime  11, 1979. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

ia-1182-79  Filed  S-12-79;  MkSl  am) 
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OVERSEAS  PRIVATE  INVESTMENT 

corporation:  (Meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Directors). 

TIME  AND  date:  Meeting  of  the  OPIC 
Board  of  Directors,  Tuei^ay  June  19, 


1979,  at  9  a.m.  (closed  session);  10:30 
a.m.  (open  session). 
place:  Offices  of  the  Corporation, 
Seventh  Floor  Board  Room,  1129  20th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  The  first  part  of  the  meeting 
from  9  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m.  will  be  closed 
to  the  public.  The  open  portion  of  the 
meetiiig  will  start  at  10:3p  a.m. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  (Closed  tO 
the  public  9  a.m  to  10:30  a.m.). 

1.  Resumption  of  OPIC  in  Western 
Hemisphere  Country. 

2.  Exception  to  Country  List  Requirement 

3.  Finance  project  in  Latin  American 
Country. 

4.  Finance  project  in  Sub-Sahara  African 
Country. 

6.  Finance  project  in  Central  American 
Country. 

0.  Insurance  project  in  Sub-Sahara  African 
Country. 

7.  Insurance  project  in  East  Asia  Country. 

8.  Claims  Report 

9.  Information  Reports. 

FURTHER  MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSa>EREO: 

(Open  to  the  Public  10:30  a.m.) 

1.  Approval  of  minutes  of  the  previous 
Board  meeting. 

2.  Confirmation  of  scheduled  regular  Board 
meetings. 

3.  Personnel  matters. 

4.  Determination  of  coimtries  qualifying  as 
Eligible  Developing  Countries. 

5.  Inter-American  Development  Bank 
proposal  for  Multilateral  Insurance  Program 
for  Latin  America. 

6.  International  Development  Cooperation 
Administration. 

7.  Information  Reports. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Information  with  regard  to  this  meeting 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Corporation  at  (202)  632-1839. 
Elizabetii  A  Burton, 

Corporate  Secretary. 

June  12, 1979. 

{S-118S-79  PUed  6-12-79;  10-24  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REQISTER’’  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  44  FR  33236, 
Jime  8, 1979. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 
place:  Room  825, 500  North  Capitol 
Street  Washington, -D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Monday, 
June  4, 1979. 

CHANGES  IN  MEETING:  Additional  item. 

The  following  additional  item  will  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Wednesday,  June  13, 1979, 
after  the  10  a.m.  open  meeting: 

Litigation,  matter. 


Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  and 
Pollack  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  the  above-change  and 
that  no  eariier  notice  thereof  was 
possible. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  or  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  whaL  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Mike 
Rogan  at  (202)  755-1638. 

June  11, 1979. 

IS-1183-79  PIM  6-12-79;  1021  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  G^emment  in  the 
Simshine  Act  Pub.  L  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  June  18, 1979,  in  RiiMm  825, 
500  North  Capitol  Street  Washington, 
D.C 

An  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  June  19, 1979,  at  10  a.m.  Closed 
meetings  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  June 
19, 1979,  immediately  following  Ae  10 
a.m.  open  meeting,  and  on  Thureday, 

June  21, 1979,  at  8:30  a.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present 

The  General  Counsel  of  Ae 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  dosed  meetings 
may  be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C  552b(c)  (4)  (8)  (9)(A)  and  (10)  and 
17  CFR  200.402(a)  (8)  (9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  and 
Pollack  determined  to  hold  the  aforesaid 
meetings  in  dosed  session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  schedded  fw  Tuesday,  June  19, 
1979,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  whether  to  (1)  rescind, 
as  obsolete.  Rule  17e-l  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940,  which  permits 
affiliated  brokers  to  receive  commissions  on 
over-the-counter  transactions  greater  than 
the  statutory  maximum,  if  the  commissions 
paid  do  not  exceed  the  fixed  commission 
■ates  for  similar  securities  on  specified  stock 
exchanges,  and  (2)  adopt  proposed  Rule  17e- 
2  under  the  Investment  C^pany  Act 
(redesignated  as  new  Rule  17e-l),  which 
would  allow  investment  company  directors  to 
establish  procedures  which  are  reasonably 
designed  to  provide  that  the  commission 
received  by  an  affiliated  broker  in  a  stock 
exchange  transaotion  is  reasonable  and  fair 
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compared  to  the  commissions  received  by 
other  brokers  in  comparable  transactions.  For 
further  information,  please  contact  Mark  B. 
Goldfus  at  (202)  755-0230. 

2.  Consideration  of  Municipal  Securities 
Rulemaking  Board  proposed  rule  G-34 
concerning  product  advertising  of  municipal 
securities.  The  proposed  rule  would  (i) 
prohibit  a  municpal  securities  broker  or 
dealer  from  publishing  or  causing  to  be 
published  an  advertisement  concerning 
municipal  securities  that  such  professional 
knows  or  has  reason  to  know  is  false  and 
misleading,  and  (ii)  require  that  all 
advertisements  concerning  municipal 
securities  be  approved  in  writing  by 
appropriate  supervisory  personnel  prior  to 
first  use,  and  that  a  separate  record  be 
maintained  of  such  advertisements.  For 
further  information,  please  contact  Marcia  L 
MacHatg  at  (202)  755-7128. 

3.  Consideration  of  whether  to  resubmit  to 
Congress  proposed  legislation  which  would 
(1)  amend  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and 
Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939  to  delete  the 
exemptions  for  certain  industrial 
development  bonds,  (2)  make  certain 
conforming  amendments  to  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  and  (3)  eliminate  the 
“separate  security”  rubric  currently 
established  by  Rule  131  under  the  Securities 
Act  and  Ride  3b-5  under  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  For  further  information,  please 
contact  Jennifer  A.  Sullivan  at  (202)  376-3584. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  authorize 
the  acquisition  of  two  New  Mexico  public 
utility  companies  under  Sections  ^a)(2)  and 
10  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  by  Estacado,  Inc.,  a  New  Mexico 
corporation,  and  deny  a  request  for  hearing 
concerning  said  acquisition.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Grant  G.  Guthrie 
at  (202)  523-5156. 

5.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  a 
release  about  the  use  of  arbitration  clauses  in 
broker-dealer  customer  agreements.  For 
further  information,  please  contact  Justin 
Klein  at  (202)  523-3952. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  June  19, 
1979,  immediately  following  the  10  a.m. 
open  meeting,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Access  to  investigate  files  by  Federal. 

State,  or  ^If-Regulatory  Authorities. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeals. 

Insitution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceeding  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Personnel  security  matters. 

Opinion. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Thursday,  June 
21, 1979,  at  8:30  a.m.,  will  be: 

Formal  order  of  investigation. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

At  times  changes  in  commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 


any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Beverly 
Rubman  (202)  755-1103. 

June  11, 1979. 

IS-11S4-7B  nM  e-12-79;  1031  am) 

MLLINQ  CODE  S010-01-M 


